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CLAIMS  OF  AMERICAN  CITIZENSvAGAINST  MEXICO. 


LETTER 

FBOM  -       " 

THE  ACTING  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  STATE, 

TRANSMimNG, 

IN  RESPONSE  TO  A  SENATE  BESOLT7TION  OF  FBBBUABY  7,  1919, 
INPOBMATION  AS  TO  CERTAIN  CLAIMS  OF  AKEBICAN  CITIZENS 
AQAINST  THE  OOVEBNHENT  OF  MEXICO. 


Mat  20, 1919. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relationfl  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


To  the  Senate: 

The  undersigned,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  refers  to  the 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  February  7,  1919,  which  is 
quoted  below. 

Whereas  claims  aggregating  millions  of  dollars  in  compensation  for  damages  to  p>roperty 
and  for  persomJ  outrages  and  destruction  of  life,  suffered  by  American  citizens  in 
the  Republic  of  Mexico,  have  been  filed  with  the  Department  of  State  for  pre- 
sentation to  the  Government  of  Mexico;  and 
Whereas  some  years  have  already  intervened  between  the  comnussion  of  such  damages 
uid  outrages  and  no  pn^ess  is  apparently  being  made  toward  the  liquidation, 
settlement,  and  payment  of  such  claims:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  directed  to  report  to  the 
Senate  whether  or  not  said  claims  have  been  presented  to  the  Govenmient  of  Mexico, 
and  what  steps  and  measures  are  being  taken  to  prosecute  such  claims  and  to  liquidate 
and  settle  the  same,  and  if  said  claims  have  not  been  presented,  then  to  report  to  the 
Senate  what  steps  and  measures  are  contemplated  to  be  taken  with  respect  thereto 
and  when  the  department  will  proceed  with  the  same. 

^*^^*  James  M.  Baker,  Secretary, 

By  H.  M.  Rose,  ABsistant  Secretary, 

In  the  absence  of  the  President  from  the  country,  Acting  Secretary 
of  State  informs  the  Senate  that  the  question  of  claims  oi  American 
citizens  against  the  Government  of  Mexico  has,  for  some  time,  been 
a  matter  of  diplomatic  discussion  between  this  Government  and  the 
Mexican  Government.  On  November  24,  1917,  President  Carranza 
by  a  decree,  a  copy  of  which  is  inclosed,  provided  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  commission  for  the  consideration  of  claims  of  foreigners 
against  the  Mexican  Government  and  a  board  of  arbitration  to  whom 
claimants  dissatisfied  with  the  awards  of  the  commission  could 
appeal.  This  decree  is  still  the  subject  of  diplomatic  negotiations 
with  the  Government  of  Mexico  with  a  view  to  arranging  a  more 
speedy  and  satisfactory  method  of  adjustment  and  payment  of 
these  claims,  and  the  Senate  will  be  promptly  advised  of  the  result 
of  these  negotiations. 

Respectfully  submitted.  William  Phillips, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  March  22,  1919. 
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No.  834.         Embassy  of  thi>; United  States  of  America, 

.   :•.    '    '*  Mexico,  December  6,  1917. 

Sir:  -With  referencje/tQ'.tiie' embassy's  dispatches  No.  527,  dated 
November  7,  pagQ-4*3";\No*.  622,  dated  November  27;  and  No.  626, 
dated  Novembe(r^28/  pages  12  and  13,  and  to  the  embassy's  tele- 
gram No.  59^  of  December  1,  12  noon,  in  answer  to  the  department's 
telegram 'No.  ;6()6  of  November  30,  6  p.  m.,  concerning  the  creation 
of  >'e/Hnmission  to  pass  upon  claims  for  damages  to  persons  and 
propctiy  growing  out  of  the  Mexican  revolutions,  I  have  the  honor 
:'to 'tfansmit  herewith  the  text  and  translation  of  the  presidentid 
'decree  providing  for  the  appointment  of  the  commission  m  question. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  su-. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

Henry  P.  Fletcher. 
The  Secretary  of  State, 

Wdshington. 

[Inclosnre  No.  1.— Translation.    From  Diario  Oftdal,  Nov.  28, 1917.) 

I ,  Venustiano  Carranza,  constitutional  President  of  the  United 
Mexican  States,  to  the  inhabitants  thereof  make  known: 

That  in  use  of  the  extraordinary  powers  in  the  treasury  conferred 
upon  me  by  the  Congress  of  the  union, 

Have  seen  fit  to  decree  the  following: 

Article  1.  In  accordance  with  the  decree  of  May  10,  1913,  issued 
in  Monclova,  Coahuila,  by  the  citizen  first  chie/^  of  the  constitu- 
tionaUst  army,  a  commission  under  the  department  of  Hacienda  is 
established  in  Mexico  City  to  handle  claims  for  damages  to  persons 
or  property,  resulting  from  the  revolutionary  movements  in  the 
Repubfic  from  1910  to  1917. 

Art.  2.  Said  commission  shall  be  composed  of  a  president  and  four 
members,  who  shall  be  Mexican  bom  citizens,  ana  who  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  of  the  RepubUc.  The  commission  shall 
appoint  the  secretaries  and  personnel  required. 

Art.  3.  The  proceedings  to  be  followed  in  the  handling  of  claims 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  wmoh,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  following  principles,  shall  be  issued  opportunely 
by  the  Executive: 

A.  The  commission  shall  receive  all  claims  which  may  be  presented, 

f)rovided  that  the  claimants  comply  with  the  requirements  estab- 
ished  by  the  regulations.  After  receiving  the  claim,  the  commission 
shall  examine  it  carefully,  and  if  in  its  opinion  it  fulfills  the  basic 
requirements  of  this  law  it  shall  declare  the  claim  accepted. 

fe.  The  commission  shall,  without  delay,  request  of  the  appropriate 
authorities  all  data  which  they  consider  necessary  with  a  view  to 
deciding  whether. the  claim  is  just  or  unjust,  or  to  fix  with  proper 
accuracy  the  amount  of  indemnification  to  be  paid.  During  the 
course  of  these  proceedings  such  proofs  as  the  interested  parties  may 
consider  pertinent  shall  be  received,  but  it  should  be  imderstood  that 
whatever  the  nature  of  the  proceedings  relative  to  the  presentation 
of  testimony  may  be  the  final  result  of  same  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  commission  by  means  of  documents. 

C.  Once  the  proofs  and  data  referred  to  in  the  preceding  paragraph 
shall  have  been  submitted,  the  file  shall  be  shown  to  the  interested 
party,  in  order  that  he  may  submit  in  writing  a  statement  of  the 
rights  he  claims  to  possess. 
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D.  The  commission,  based  on  the  evidence  on  file,  shall  discuss  and 
vote  upon  the  claim  and  render  a  proper  decision. 

E.  The  interested  party  shall  be  notified  of  the  judgment,  and  he 
shall  state  in  writing  his  conformity  or  inconformity  tnereto. 

F.  The  file  shall  then  be  placed  before  the  President  of  the  Republic 
through  the  department  ot  hacienda,  for  final  decision,  exceptmg  in 
the  case  of  foreigners  who  may  have  indicated  their  inconformity 
with  the  judgment  rendered  by  the  commission,  in  which  case  the 
provisions  of  article  13  of  this  law  shall  be  followed. 

Art.  4.  Claims  shall  be  presented  in  writing,  in  Spanish,  together 
with  the  laj^est  possible  number  of  proofs  which  will  serve  to  demon- 
strate that  the  damages  actually  occurred  and  that  the  amount 
claimed  is  a  jusji  one.  The  name  of  the  individual  or  firm,  nation- 
ality, and  residence  of  the  claimant  shall  be  shown;  the  places  and 
dates  of  the  occurrences  upon  which  the  claim  is  based,  together 
with  the  names  of  those  who  took  a  part  therein,  as  wdl  as  the  nature 
of  the  damages  and  the  amoimt  oi  the  indemnification,  in  national 
gold,  which  is  claimed,  shall  be  indicated  with  the  greatest  possible 
preciseness. 

Art.  5.  The  commission  shall  accept  only  such  claims  as  are 
based — 

I.  On  damages  caused  by  revolutionary  forces  or  recognized  as 
such  by  the  legitimate  Governments  which  may  have  been  established 
in  the  Repubfic  upon  the  triumph  of  the  respective  revolution. 

n.  Those  caused  by  the  forces  of  the  said  governments  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties  and  during  the  struggle  against  rebels;  and 

m.  Those  caused  by  the  forces  of  the  so-called  Federal  Army  up 
to  the  time  of  its  dissolution. 

Art.  6.  Those  subject  to  the  civil  responsibiUties  referred  to  in 
transitory  artide  15  of  the  poUtical  constitution  of  the  United  Mexican 
States  promulgated  on  the  5th  ©f  February  of  the  present  year  may 
not  benefit  by  the  provisions  of  this  law.  In  sucn  cases  a  hearing 
shall  be  ^ven  to  the  department  of  Government  (Secretarla  de 
Gobeniaci6n). 

Art.  7.  The  right  to  present  daims  shall  expire  within  three  years 
from  the  date  of  this  law.  Claims  arising  from  the  revolution  begun 
in  1910,  Which  may  have  been  submitted  to  the  consulting  com- 
mission established  by  virtue  of  the  law  of  May  31,  1911,  snail  be 
considered  as  having  been  presented  within  the  period  indicated, 
and  shall  be  handled  by  the  new  commission,  the  Sl&s  being  taken 
in  their  present  state,  and  the  proceedings  thereon  being  continued 
in  accoraance  with  the  provisions  of  this  law  and  its  regulations. 

Art.  S.  Claims  may  be  based  on  the  destruction  of  private  property, 
the  requisitioning  of  funds,  property,  animals  or  merchandise,  or  for 
damages  of  any  other  nature  to  persons  or  properties,  xmless  those 
interested  should  previously  have  obtained  an  mdemnity  to  cover; 
but  no  claim  may  be  presented  for  indemnities  to  cover  profits  not 
made  but  which  would  have  been  made  had  it  not  been  for  the  con- 
dition of  war  in  the  coxmtry. 

Art.  9.  When  the  claim,  in  the  opinion  of  the  party  interested, 
does  not  exceed  5,000  pesos,  and  the  commission  is  convinced  that 
the  damage  actuaUy  occurred,  but  lacks  information  upon  which  to 
make  an  exact  estimate  of  the  indemnity  to  be  paid,  it  may  fix  an 
arbitrary  amount,  based  on  the  financial  and  social  condition  of  the 
claimant,  and  on  other  circumstances  connected  with  the  case. 
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Abt.  10.  It  is  understood  that  the  fact  that  the  claunant  applies 
to  the  commission  in  the  administrative  form  established  by  tlus 
law,  precludes  him  from  initiating  claims  proceeding  in  the  courts. 

Art.  11.  Foreign  claimants  shall  attacn  to  then*  claims  proofs 
relative' to  their  nationality;  those  who  do  not  do  so  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  Mexicans  with  reference  to  the  application  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  law,  and  shall  in  consequence  thereof  be  considered  as 
having  surrendered  their  right  to  present  their  claims  later  through 
the  usual  diplomatic  channels. 

Art.  12.  stock  companies  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  Repub- 
lic shall  be  considered  as  Mexican,  so  far  as  their  claims  are  concerned, 
although  some  or  aU  of  the  stocldiolders  are  foreigners. 

Art.  13.  Foreign  claimants  who  may  have  provQu  themselves  to 
be  such,  and  who  are  not  in  conformity" with  the  findings  of  the  com- 
mission, mav  present  their  cases  either  personally  or  through  the 
diplomatic  cKannels. 

Art.  14.  The  findings  of  the  commission  with  regard  to  the  claims 
of  foreigners,  which  may  have  been  objected  to  by  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  one  of  the  two  forms  indicated  in  the  preceding  article,  shall 
be  submitted  for  arbitration  to  three  persons,  one  of  whom  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Republic,  another  by  the  diplo- 
matic agent  of  the  country  to  which  tne  claimant  belongs,  and  the 
third  by  the  other  two  selected.  Should  these  be  unable  to  reach  a 
decision,  the  third  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Repub- 
lic from  among  the  nationals  of  some  countrv  which  has  no  claims 
for  damages  growing  out  of  the  revolution.  'The  appointment  of  the 
arbitrators  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  regulations  govern- 
ing this  lawj  but  it  is  to  be  understood  that  none  of  those  selected 
shall  have  diplomatic  or  consular  character. 

Art.  15.  The  arbitration  committees  referred  to  in  the  previous 
article  shall  be  oi^anized  either  for  the  settlement  of  a  single  concrete 
case,  or  to  handle  all  cases  corresponding  to  claimants  of  a  single 
nationality. 

Art.  16.  The  decisions  of  the  arbitration  committees  referred  to  in 
the  preceding  article  shall  be  final. 

Art.  17.  a  special  law  to  be  issued  opportimely  shall  establish  the 
manner  in  which  funds  shall  be  raised  for  the  payment  of  final  ap- 
proved claims,  and  the  form  of  payment. 

TRANSITORY. 

First.  This  law  shall  not  affect  in  any  way  arrangements  which 
may  have  been  made  with  the  department  of  Hacienda  with  respect 
to  the  return  of  intervened  or  confiscated  properties;  nor  shall  it 
affect  properties  which  are  still  intervened  by  the  Grovemment,  until 
such  time  as  the  law  referred  to  in  transitory  article  15  of  the  con- 
stitution is  issued. 

Second.  This  law  shall  become  effective  from  the  date  of  its  pro- 
mulgation. 

Third.  In  the  application  of  this  law,  all  those  previously  issued 
and  which  are  opposed  thereto,  are  hereby  annulled. 

I,  therefore,  oraer  that  this  be  printed,  published,  distributed,  and 
given  due  compliance. 

Given  in  the  Pfational  Palace  of  the  Executive  Power  of  the  Mexican 
Union,  on  the  24th  day  of  November,  1917. 

V.  Carranza. 
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PROPOSED  ABROGATION  OF  TREATIES. 


LETTER 


FBOM 


THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  STATE. 

TBANSMITTINa, 

IN  RESPONSE  TO  BESOLUTIONS  ADOPTED  BY  THE  SENATE  DB- 
CEMBEB  5,  1918,  AND  FEBBXTABY  3,  1919,  INFOBMATION  CON- 
CEBNINQ  ABBOOATION  OF  TBEATIES. 


Mat  20,  1019. — Referred  to  the  CJommlttee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to 

be  printed.  • 


To  the  Senate: 

The  undersigned,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  refers  to  the  reso- 
lutions adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on  December  5, 
1918,  and  February  3,  1919,  which  are  quoted  below : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  directed  to  famish 
the  Senate  the  following  information: 

1.  What  countries,  if  any,  have  notified  the  United  States  of  their  intention 
to  abrogate  any  treaties  with  the  United  States ;  and  what  treaties  are  to  be 
abrogated,  and  the  reasons  therefor,  if  any  are  given. 

2.  The  countries  with  which  the  United  States  has  treaties  which  prevent  us 
from  giving  preferences  to  Americans  or  American  stiips  in  the  carrying  of 
Imports  or  exports,  and  what  is  necessary  to  be  done  to  abrogate  such  treaties, 
and  what,  if  any,  steps  our  Government  has  taken  to  secure  the  abrogation  of 
the  same. 

Attest: 

(Signed)  James  M.  Baker, 

Secretary, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  directed  to  furnish 
the  information  called  for  by  the  Senate  resolution  of  December  5.  1918,  or 
inform  the  Senate  why  it  can  not  be  furnished. 
Attest:  ' 

(Signed)  James  M.  Bakeb, 

Secretary, 

The  Department  of  State  was  informed  by  the  Executive  Clerk 
of  the  Senate  that  Senator  Jones  stated  that,  with  respect  to  the  first 
point  of  the  resolution,  information  concerning  what  has  taken  place 
subsequent  to  1914  would  be  sutficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  Senate  in  that  regard. 
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In  the  absence  of  the  President  from  the  country,  the  Acting  Sec- 
retary of  State  transmits  to  the  Senate  herewith  a  memorandum 
prepared  in  the  Department  of  State  in  response  to  the  resolutions 
quoted  above.  It  is  hoped  that  this  memorandum  will  contain  the 
information  desired  by  the  Senate. 

I  may  add  that  since  the  data  contained  in  the  inclosed  memoran- 
dum was  compiled,  the  Department  of  State  received  from  the 
French  Government  a  notice  of  the  denunciation  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France,  concluded  June  24,  1822,  cited 
on  page  39  of  the  memorandum,  and  a  notice  from  the  Greek  Gov- 
ernment denouncing  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Greece,  concluded  December  22,  1837.  The  last-mentioned  treaty 
is  cited  on  page  21  of  the  memorandum. 
Eespectf uUy  submitted. 

William  Phillips. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  March  27^  1919. 


MEMORANDUM. 

L.Tkeaties  OB  Tbeaty  Provisions  Which  Have  Been  Abrogated  Since  1914, 
OR  Concerning  Which  Notice  of  Abrogation  Has  Been  Given  Since  1914, 
AND  the  Reasons  Thebefob,  If  Ant  Have  Been  Given. 

BELGIUM. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1, 1916^  of  Articles  XI 
and  XII  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
Belgium  on  March  9,  1880,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  the  act  or  C!ongress  approved  March 
4,1915  (38Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  June  29,  1916,  the  Belgian  Government  indicated 
its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation,  with  the  added  statement  that  the 
other  provisions  of  the  treaty  were  understood  to  remain  in  force. 

BOLIVIA. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Article 
XXXIV  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Bolivia,  con- 
cluded May  13,  1858,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  a  note  dated 
September  23,  1915,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  Congress,  approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  October  4, 1915,  the  Bolivian  Government  indicated 
its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation. 

CHINA. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  the  provi- 
sions relating  to  deserting  seamen  contained  in  Article  XVIII  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  China,  concluded  June  18, 
1858,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L., 
1164). 
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In  a  note  dated  June  30,  1916,  the  Chinese  Government  indicated 
its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation,  with  the  added  statement  that  the 
other  provisions  of  the  treaty  were  understood  to  remain  in  force. 

COLOMBIA. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Article 
XXXIII  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Colombia,  con- 
cluded December  12,  1846,  and  of  Article  III  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  Colombia,  concluded  May  4,  1850,  was  given 
by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
ODngress,  approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

No  indication  of  the  acceptance  of  this  abrogation  by  the  Colom- 
bian Government  has  been  received  by  the  Department  of  State. 

KONGO. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1, 1916,  of  Article  V  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  independent  State  of  the 
Kongo,  concluded  January  24,  1891,  was  given  by  the  United  States 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved 
March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  June  29,  1916,  the  Belgian  Government  indicated 
its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation,  with  the  added  statement  that  the 
other  provisions  of  the  treaty  were  understood  to  remain  in  force. 

DENMARK. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Articles  I 
and  II  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Denmark,  con- 
cluded July  11,  1861,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4,  1915 
(38  Stat  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  Jime  2, 1916,  the  Danish  Government  indicated  its 
acceptance  of  this  abrogation. 

FRANCE. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Article  VI 
of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France,  concluded  June 
24,  1822,  and  of  Articles  VIII  and  IX  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  concluded  February  23,  1853,  was  given 
by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
Congress,  approved  March  4, 1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  February  14,  1916,  the  French  Government  indi- 
cated its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation. 

GREAT  BRITAIN. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  concluded  June  3, 1892, 
was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  the 
act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4, 1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 
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In  a  note  received  by  the  American  ambassador  at  London  on  Julj 
29.  1915,  the  British  Government  indicated  its  acceptance  of  this 
abrogation. 

GREECE. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1, 1916,  of  Article  XII 
and  XIII  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Greece,  con- 
cluded November  19, 1902,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4, 
1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  May  7,  1916,  the  Greek  Government  indicated  its 
acceptance  of  this  abrogation,  with  the  added  statement  that  the 
other  provisions  of  the  treaty  were  understood  to  remain  in  force. 

ITALY. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation  to  take  effect  July  1, 1916,  of  Article  XIII 
of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Italy,  concluded  May  8, 
1878,  and  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Italy,  con- 
cluded February  24,  1881,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4, 
1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

In  a  note  dated  June  11,  1917,  the  Government  of  Italy  indicated 
its  acceptance  of  this  abrogation. 

THE   NETHERLANDS. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1, 1916,  of  Article  III 
of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Netherlands,  con- 
cluded January  19,  1839,  and  Article  XII  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Netherlands,  concluded  May  23,  1878,  was 
given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

The  Netherlands  Government,  having  made  known  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  its  unwillingness  to  consent  to  the  termi- 
nation of  the  articles  of  the  treaties  mentioned,  notice  that  the  treaties 
would  terminate  on  May  10,  1919,  was  given  by  the  United  States 
in  a  note  dated  May  10,  1918. 

NORWAY. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  a  portion 
of  Article  XIII  and  of  the  whole  of  Article  XIV  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Norway,  concluded  July  4,  1827,  was 
given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

The  Government  of  Norway  has  indicated  its  acceptance  of  this 
abrogation, 

ROUMANIA. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Articles 
XI  and  XII  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Roumania, 
concluded  June  17,  1881,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  4, 
1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 
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No  indication  of  the  acceptance  of  this  abrogation  by  the  Eon- 
manian  Government  has  been  received  by  the  Department  of  State. 

SPAIN. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Articles 
XXIII  and  XXIV  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Spain,  concluded  July  3,  1902,  was  given  by  the  United  States,  in 
accordance  with  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March 
4,  1915  (38  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

The  Spanish  Government  having  indicated  its  unwillingness  to 
acquiesce  in  this  abrogation,  notice  was  given  by  the  United  States 
Government  of  the  denunciation  of  the  treaty  in  its  entirety,  to  take 
effect  Majr  8,  1919.  The  Department  of  State  is  giving  favorable 
consideration  to  a  request  of  the  Spanish  Government  for  the  with- 
drawal of  this  notice.  The  Spanish  Government  has  indicated  its 
acceptance  of  the  abrogation  of  Articles  XXIII  and  XXIV,  and 
the  department  expects  to  withdraw  its  notice  of  abrogation  de- 
nouncing the  treaty  in  its  entirety. 

SWEDEN. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Articles 
XIII  and  XIV  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Sweden 
and  Norway  concluded  July  4, 1827,  was  given  by  the  United  States 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  4, 1915  (38  Stat.!..,  1164).         .  . 

The  Government  of  Sweden  having  indicated  its  unwillingness  to 
accept  this  abrogation,  notice  was  given  by  the  United  States  that 
the  treaty  in  its  entirety  would  termmate  on  February  4, 1919. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1916,  of  Articles 
XI  and  XII  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Sweden 
concluded  June  1, 1910,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  4,  1915 
(88  Stat.  L.,  1164). 

TONGA. 

Notice  of  the  abrogation,  to  take  effect  on  July  1,  1916,  of  Article 
X  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Tonga  concluded 
October  2,  1886,  was  given  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  4,  1915  (38 
Stat  L.,  1164). 

No  indication  of  the  acceptance  of  this  abrogation  by  the  British 
Government  has  been  received  by  the  Department  of  State. 

TURKET. 

The  ambassador  of  Turkey  at  Washington  gave  notice  by  note  of 
September  10, 1914,  that  his  Government  abrogated,  as  from  October 
1,  1915,  the  conventions  known  as  the  capitulations  restricting  the 
sovereignty  of  Turkey  in  her  relations  with  certain  powers.  The 
note  gives  as  the  reason  the  desire  of  Turkey  to  free  itself  from  what 
the  note  describes  as  an  intolerable  obstacle  to  all  progress  in  the 
Turkish  Empire. 
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Tlie  United  States,  by  note  of  September  16,  1914,  stated  to  the 
Turkish  Government  that  it  did  not  acquiesce  in  the  endeavor  of  the 
Imperial  Government  to  set  aside  the  capitulations,  and  that  its 
attempt  to  this  end  being  unilateral,  can  have  jno  effect  upon  the 
rights  and  privileges  enjoyed  by  American  citizens  under  the  capitu- 
latory conventions. 

11.  Treaty  Provisions  Which  Might  Be  Aitected  by  Legisxation  Givinq  Pref- 
erential Treatment  of  Americans  or  American  Ships  in  the  Carrying  of 
Imports  or  Exports  ;  What  is  Necessary  to  Abrogate  Such  Pboyisions,  and 
What  Steps  Have  Been  Taken,  if  any.  Toward  Abrogation. 

ARGENTINE  BEPUBUO. 
TREATY   OF  FRIENDSHIP.    COMMERCE,   AND   NAVIGATION,    OONCLIJDED   JULY    27,    1868. 

Art.  11, 10  Stat.  L.,  1007 ;  1  Malloy,  21 : 

There  shaU  be  between  all  the  territories  of  the  United  States  and  all  the 
territories  of  the  Argentine  Confederation  a  reciprocal  freedom  of  commerce. 
The  citizens  of  the  two  countries,  respectively,  shall  have  liberty,  freely  and 
securely,  to  come  with  their  slilps  and  cargoes  to  all  places,  ports,  and  rivers 
in  the  territories  of  either  to  which  other  foreigners  or  the  ships  or  cargoes 
of  any  other  foreign  nation  or  State  are  or  may  be  permitted  to  come ;  to  enter 
into  the  same;  and  to  remain  and  reside  in  any  part  thereof,  respectively;  to 
hire  and  occupy  houses  and  warehouses  for  the  purposes  of  their  residence  and 
commerce ;  to  trade  in  all  kinds  of  produce,  manufactures,  and  merchandise  of 
lawful  commerce ;  and  generally  to  enjoy  in  all  their  business  the  most  complete 
protection  and  security,  subject  to  the  general  laws  and  usages  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, respectively.  In  like  manner,  the  respective  ships  of  war  and  post-office 
or  passenger  packets  of  the  two  countries  shall  have  liberty,  freely  and  securely, 
to  come  to  all  harbors,  rivers,  and  places  to  which  other  foreign  ships  of  war 
and  packets  are,  or  may  be,  permitted  to  come,  to  enter  Into  the  same ;  to  anchor 
and  remain  there  and  refit,  subject  always  to  the  laws  and  usages  of  the  two 
countries,  respectively. 

Art.  V,  10  Stat.  L.,  1007;  1  MaUoy,  22: 

No  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  on  account  of  tonnage,  light  or  harbor 
dues,  pilotage,  salvage  in  case  of  average  or  shipwreck,  or  any  other  local 
charges  shall  be  imposed  In  the  ports  of  the  two  contracting  parties  on  the  ves- 
sels of  the  other  than  those  payable  in  the  same  ports  on  its  own  vessels. 

Art  VI,  10  Stat,  L.  1007 ;  1  MaUoy,  22 : 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  and  the  same  drawbacks  and  bounties  allowed 
upon  the  Importation  or  exportation  of  any  article  Into  or  from  the  territories 
of  the  United  States,  or  Into  or  from  the  territories  of  the  Argentine  Confedera- 
tion, whether  such  importation  or  exportation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States  or  in  vessels  of  the  Argentine  CJonf ederation. 

Art.  Vm,  10  Stat  L.,  1008 ;  1  Malloy,  22 : 

All  merchants,  commanders  of  ships,  and  others,  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
shall  have  full  liberty  in  all  the  territories  of  the  Argentine  CJonfederatlon  to 
manage  their  own  affairs  themselves  or  to  commit  them  to  the  management  of 
whomsoever  they  please,  as  broker,  factor,  agent,  or  Interpreter ;  nor  shall  they 
be  obliged  to  employ  any  other  persons  In  those  capacities  than  those  employed 
by  citizens  of  the  Argentine  Confederation,  nor  to  pay  them  any  other  salary 
or  remuneration  than  such  as  is  paid  in  like  cases  by  citizens  of  the  Argentine 
Confederation.  And  absolute  freedom  shall  be  allowed  In  all  cases  to  the  buyer 
and  seller  to  bargain  and  fix  the  price  of  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise 
Imported  into  or  exported  from  the  Argentine  Confederation,  as  they  shall 
see  good,  observing  the  laws  and  established  customs  of  the  country.  The  same 
rights  and  privileges  in  all  respects  shall  be  enjoyed  In  the  territories  of  the 
United  States  by  the  citizens  of  the  Argentine  Confederation.  The  citizens  of 
the  two  contracting  parties  shall  reciprocally  receive  and  enjoy  full  and  perfect 
protection  for  their  persons  and  property,  and  shall  have  free  and  open  access 
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to  the  courts  of  justice  In  the  said  countries,  respectively,  for  the  prosecution 
and  defense  of  their  Just  rights,  and  they  shall  be  at  liberty  to  employ  in  all 
eases  such  advocates,  attorneys,  or  agents  as  they  may  think  proper ;  and  they 
shall  enjoy,  in  this  respect,  the  same  rights  and  privileges  therein  as  native 
citizens. 

Art.  IX,  10  Stat.  L.,  1009;  1  Malloy,  23: 

In  whatever  relates  to  the  police  of  the  ports,  the  lading  and  unlading  of 
ships,  the  safety  of  the  merchandise,  goods  and  effects,  and  to  the  acquiring 
and  disposing  of  property  of  every  sort  and  denomination,  either  by  sale,  dona- 
tion, exchange,  testament,  or  in  any  other  manner  whatsoever,  as  also  to  the 
administration  of  justice,  the  citizens  of  the  two  contracting  parties  shall  re- 
ciprocally enjoy  the  same  privileges,  liberties,  and  rights  as  native  citizens ;  and 
they  shall  not  hfi  charged,  in  any  of  those  respects,  with  any  higher  imposts  or 
duties  than  those  which  are  paid,  or  may  be  paid,  by  native  citizens,  submit- 
ting, of  course,  to  the  local  laws  and  regulations  of  each  country,  respectively, 
If  any  citizen  of  either  of  the  two  contracting  parties  shall  die  without  will  or 
testament,  in  any  of  the  territories  of  the  other,  the  Consul  General  or  CJonsul 
of  the  nation  to  which  the  deceased  belonged,  or  the  representative  of  such 
Consul  General  or  Consul,  iii  his  absence,  shall  have  the  right  to  Intervene  in 
the  possession,  administration,  and  judicial  liquidation  of  the  estate  of  the 
deceased,  conformably  with  the  laws  of  the  <x)untry,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
creditors  and  legal  heirs.  , 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  articles  are  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation;  hence,  an  agreement  by  the  parties 
thereto  would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its 
abrogation  as  an  international  a^cement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abroga- 
tion* 

BELGIUM. 
TREATY   or   COMMERCE    AND   NAVIGATION,    CONCLUDED    MARCH    8,    1875, 

Art.  1, 19  Stat  L.,  628 ;  1  Malloy,  91 : 

There  shall  he  full  and  entire  freedom  of  commerce  and  navigation  between 
the  inhabitants  of  the  two  countries,  and  the  same  security  and  protection  which 
l8  enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  each  country  shall  be  guaranteed  on 
both  sides.  The  said  inhabitants,  whether  established  or  temporarily  residing 
within  any  ports,  cities,  or  places  whatever  of  the  two  countries,  shall  not,  on 
account  of  their  commerce  or  industry,  pay  any  other  or  higher  duties,  taxes, 
or  imposts  than  those  which  shall  be  levied  on  citizens  or  subjects  of  the 
countiTr  in  which  they  may  be ;  and  the  privileges,  immunities,  and  other  favors, 
with  regafid  to  conmierce  or  industry,  enjoyed  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of. 
one  of  the  wo  States,  shall  be  common  to  those  of  the  other. 

Art.  n,  19  Stat.  L.,  629;  1  Malloy,  91 : 

Belgian  vessels,  whether  coming  from  a  Belgian  or  a  foreign  port,  shall  not 
pay,  either  on  entering  or  leaving  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  whatever 
may  be  their  destination,  any  other  or  higher  dutfes  of  tonnage,  pilotage, 
anchorage,  buoys,  lighthouses,  clearance,  brokerage,  or,  generally,  other  charges 
whatsoever  than  are  required  from  vessels  of  the  United  States  in  similar  cases. 
This  provision  extends  not  only  to  duties  levied  for  the  benefit  of  the  State, 
but  also  to  those  levied  for  the  benefit  of  provinces,  cities,  countries,  districts, 
townships,  corporations,  or  any  other  divisions  of  Jurisdiction,  whatever  may 
be  its  designation. 

Art  III,  19  Stat.  L.,  629 ;  1  Malloy,  91 : 

Reciprocally,  vessels  of  the  United  States,  whether  coming  from  a  port  of 
said  States  or  from  a  foreign  port,  shall  not  pay,  either  on  entering  or  leaving 
the  ports  of  Belgium,  whatever  may  be  their  destination,  any  other  or  higher 
duties  of  tonnage,  pilotage,  anchorage,  buoys,  lighthouses,  clearance,  brokerage, 
or,  generally,  other  charges  whatever  than  are  required  from  Belgian  vessels 
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in  similar  cases.  This  provision  extends  not  only  to  duties  levied  for  the  heneflt 
of  the  State,  but  also  to  those  levied  for  the  benefit  of  provinces,  cities,  coun- 
tries, districts,  townships,  corporations,  or  any  other  division  or  Jurisdiction, 
whatever  may  be  Its  designation. 

Art  V,  19  Stat.  L.,  630 ;  1  Malloy,  91 : 

Objects  of  any  kind  soever  introduced  into  the  ports  of  either  of  the  two 
States  under  the  flag  of  the  other,  whatever  may  be  their  origin  and  from  what 
country  soever  the  importation  thereof  may  have  been  made,  shall  not  pay  other 
or  higher  entrance  duties,  nor  shall  be  subjected  to  other  charges  or  restrictions 
than  they  would  pay  or  be  subjected  to  where  they  Imported  under  the  national 
flag. 

Art.  VI,  19  Stat.  L.,  630 ;  1  Malloy,  92 : 

Articles  of  ev«ry  description  exported  by  Belgian  vessels  or  by  those  of  the 
United  States  of  America  from  the  ports  of  either  country  to  any  country 
whatsoever  shall  be  subjected  to  no  other  duties  or  formalities  than  such  as 
are  required  for  exportation  under  the  flag  of  the  country  where  the  shipment 
Is  made. 

Art.  VII,  19  Stat.  L.,  630;  1  Malloy,  92: 

All  premiums,  drawbacks,  or  other  favors  of  like  nature  which  may  be 
allowed  in  the  States  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  upon  goods  Imported 
or  exported  In  national  vessels  cdiall  be  likewise  and  in  the  same  manner 
allowed  upon  goods  Imported  directly  from  one  of  the  two  countries  by  Its 
vessels  into  the  other  or  exported  from  one  of  the  two  countries  by  the  vessels 
of  the  other  to  any  destination  whatsoever. 

Art.  VIII,  19  Stat.  L.,  631 ;  1  Malloy,  92 : 

The  preceding  article  Is,  however,  not  to  apply  to  the  importation  of  the 
produce  of  the  national  fisheries,  each  of  the  two  parties  reserving  to  itself 
the  faculty  of  granting  special  privileges  for  the  Importation  of  those  articles 
under  its  own  flag. 

Art.  X,  19  Stat.  L.,  631;  1  Malloy,  92: 

Belgian  vessels  and  those  of  the  United  States  may,  conformably  with  the 
laws  of  the  two  countries,  retain  on  board  In  the  ports  of  both  such  parts  of 
their  cargoes  as  may  be  destined  for  a  foreign  country,  and  such  parts  shall 
not  be  subjected,  either  while  they  remain  on  board  or  upon  reexportation,  to 
any  charges  whatsoever  other  than  those  for  the  prevention  of  smuggling. 

Art:  XI,  19  Stat  L.,  631;  1  Malloy,  92: 

During  the  period  allowed  by  the  laws  of  the  two  countries,  respectively,  for 
the  warehousing  of  goods,  no  duties,  other  than  those  of  watch  and  storage, 
shall  be  levied  upon  articles  brought  from  either  country  into  the  other  while 
awaiting  transit,  reexportation,  or  entry  for  consumption.  Such  gooOs  shall  In 
no  case  be  subject  to  higher  warehouse  charges,  or  to  other  formalities,  than  If 
they  had  been  Imported  under  the  flag  of  the  country. 

Art  Xm,  19  Stat.  L.,  682;  1  Malloy,  93: 

In  cases  of  shipwreck,  damages  at  sea,  or  forced  putting  In,  each  party  shall 
afford  to  the  vessels  of  the  other,  whether  belonging  to  the  State  or  to  indi- 
viduals, the  same  assistance  and  protection  and  the  same  immunities  which 
would  have  been  granted  to  Its  own  vessels  in  similar  cases. 

Art.  XVr,  19  Stat.  L.,  638 ;  1  Malloy,  94 : 

The  present  treaty  shall  be  in  force  during  ten  years  from  the  date  of  the 
exchange  of  the  ratifications  and  until  the  expiration  of  twelve  months  after 
either  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  announced  to  the  other  its 
Intention  to  terminate  the  operation  thereof,  each  party  reserving  to  Itself  the 
right  of  making  such  declaration  to  the  other  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years  above 
mentioned ;  and  It  is  agreed  that  after  the  expiration  of  the  twelve  months  of 
prolongation  accorded  on  both  sides  this  treaty  and  all  its  stipulations  shall 
cease  to  be  in  force. 
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According  to  Article  XVI  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
given  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

BOLIVIA. 

TREATY   OF  PEACE,   FRIENDSHIP,   COMMERCE,    AND    NAVIGATION,    CONCLUDED   MAY    18, 

1858. 

Art.  Ill,  12  Stat.  L.,  1006;  1  Malloy,  114: 

The  United  States  of  America  and  the  Repilbllc  of  Bolivia  mutually  agree 
that  there  shall  be  reciprocal  liberty  of  commerce  and  navigation  between  their 
respective  territories  and  citizens.  The  citizens  of  either  republic  may  fre- 
quent with  their  vessels  all  the  coasts,  ports,  and  places  of  the  «)ther  where 
foreign  commerce  is  permitted,  and  reside  in  all  parts  of  the  territory  of 
either,  and  occupy  dwellings  and  warehouses ;  and  everything  belonging  thereto 
shall  be  respected  and  shall  not  be  subjected  to  any  arbitrary  visits  or  search. 
The  said  citizens  shall  have  full  liberty  to  trade  in  all  parts  of  the  territory  of 
either,  according  to  the  rules  established  by  the  respective  regulations  of 
commerce,  in  all  kinds  of  goods,  merchandise,  manufactures,  and  produce  not 
prohibited  to  all,  and  to  open  retail  stores  and  shops  under  the  same  municipal 
and  police  regulations  as  native  citizens.  No  examination  or  inspection  of 
their  books,  papers,  or  accounts  shall  be  made  without  the  legal  order  of  a 
competent  tribunal  or  Judge. 

The  provisions  of  this  treaty  are  not  to  be  understood  as  applying  to  the 
navigation  and  coasting  trade  between  one  port  and  another,  situated  in  the 
territory  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties,  the  regulations  of  such  naviga- 
tion and  trade  being  reserved,  respectively,  by  the  parties  according  to  their  own 
separate  laws.  Vessels  of  either  country  shall,  however,  be  permitted  to  dis-. 
charge  part  of  their  cargoes  at  one  port,  open  to  foreign  commerce,  in  the 
territories  of  either  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  paying  only  the  custom- 
house duties  upon  that  portion  of  the  cargo  which  may  be  discharged,  and  to 
proceed  with  the  remainder  of  their  cargo  to  any  other  port  or  ports  of  the 
same  territory,  open  to  foreign  commerce,  without  pajring  other  or  higher 
tonnage  duties  or  port  charges  in  such  cases  than  would  be  paid  by  national 
vessels  in  like  circumstances ;  and  they  shall  be  permitted  to  load  in  like 
manner  at  different  ports  in  the  same  voyage  outward. 

The  citizens  of  either  country  shall  also  have  the  unrestrained  right  to  travel 
in  any  part  of  the  possessions  of  the  other,  and  shall  in  all  cases  enjoy  the  same 
security  and  protection  as  the  natives  of  the  country  in  which  they  reside, 
on  condition  of  their  submitting  to  the  laws,  decrees,  and  ordinances  there  pre- 
vailing. They  shall  not  be  called  upon  for  any  forced  loan  or  occasional  contri- 
bution, nor  shall  they  be  liable  to  any  embargo,  or  to  be  detained  with  their 
vessels,  cargoes,  merchandise,  goods,  or  effects  for  any  military  expedition,  or 
for  any  public  purpose  whatsoever,  without  being  allowed  therefor  a  full  and 
sufficient  indemnification,  which  shall  in  all  cases  be  agreed  upon  and  paid  in 
advance. 

Art.  IV,  12  Stat.  L.,  1006 ;  1  Malloy,  115 : 

All  kinds  of  produce,  manufactures,  or  merchandise  of  any  foreign  country 
which  can,  from  time  to  time,  be  lawfully  imported  into  the  United  States  in 
their  own  vessels  may  be  also  imported  in  vessels  of  the  Republic  of  Bolivia ; 
and  no  higher  or  other  duties  upon  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  and  her  cargo 
shall  be  levied  and  collected,  whether  the  importation  be  made  in  the  vessels 
of  the  one  country  or  of  the  other;  and  in  like  manner  all  kinds  of  produce, 
manuftictures,  and  merchandise  of  any  foreign  country  that  can  be  from  time  to 
time  lawfully  Imported  into  the  Republic  of  Bolivia  in  Its  own  vessels,  whether 
in  her  ports  upon  the  Pacific-  or  her  ports  upon  the  tributaries  of  the  Amazon 
or  La  Plata,  may  be  also  imported  in  vessels  of  the  United  States ;  and  no  higher 
or  other  duties  upon  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  and  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  or 
collected,  whether  the  importation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  one  country  or  of  the 
other.  And  they  agree  that  what  may  be  lawfully  exported  or  reexported  from 
the  one  country  in  its  own  vessels  to  any  foreign  country  may,  in  like  manner, 
be  exported  or  reexported  In  the  vessels  of  the  other  country,  and  the  same 
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bounties,  duties,  and  drawbacks  shall  be  allowed  and  collected,  whether  such 
exportation  or  reexportations  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
Republic  of  Bolivia. 

In  all  tliese  respects  the  vessels  and  tlieir  cargoes  of  the  one  country,  in 
the  ports  of  the  other,  shall  also  be  on  an  equal  footing  with  those  of  the  most- 
favored  nation.  It  being  further  understood  that  these  principles  shall  apply 
whether  the  vessels  shall  have  cleared  directly  from  the  ports  of  the  nation 
to  which  they  appertain,  or  from  the  ports  of  any  other  nation. 

Art.  VII,  12  Stat  L.,  1007;  1  Malloy,  116: 

It  is  likewise  agreed  that  it  shall  be  wholly  free  for  all  merchants,  com- 
manders of  ships,  and  other  citizens  of  either  country,  to  manage  themselves 
their  own  business.  In  all  the  ports  and  places  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  other,  as  well  with  respect  to  the  consignment  and  sale  of  their  goods  and 
merchandise,  by  wholesale  or  retail,  as  with  respect  to  the  loading,  unloading, 
and  sending  off  their  ships;  they  being  in  aU  these  cases  to  be  treated  as  citi- 
zens of  the  country  in  which  they  reside,  or  at  least  to  be  placed  on  a  footing 
with  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most-favored  nation. 

Art.  VIII,  12  Stat.  L.,  1009;  1  MaUoy,  116: 

The  Republic  of  Bolivia,  desiring  to  increase  the  intercourse  between  the 
Pacific  ports  by  means  of  steam  navigation,  engages  to  accord  to  any  citizen 
or  citizens  of  the  United  States  who  may  establish  a  line  of  steam-vessels  to 
navigate  regularly  between  the  different  ports  and  bays  of  the  coasts  of  the 
Bolivian  territory,  the  same  privileges  of  taking  on  and  landing  freight  and 
cargo,  entering  the  by-ports  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  and  landing  passengers 
and  their  baggage  and  money,  carrying  the  public  mails,  establishing  depots 
for  coal,  erecting  the  necessary  machine  and  work  shops  for  repairing  and 
refitting  the  steam  vessels,  and  all  other  favors  enjoyed  by  any  other  associa- 
tion or  company  whatsoever  of  the  same  character.  It  is  furthermore  under- 
.  stood  between  the  two  high  contracting  parties  that  the  steam  vessels  of  either 
shall  not  be  subject,  in  the  ports  of  the  other  party,  to  any  duties  of  tonnage, 
harbor,  or  other  similar  duties  whatsoever  than  those  that  are  or  may  be 
paid  by  any  other  association  or  company. 

Art.  IX,  12  Stat.  L.,  1009;  1  Malloy,  117: 

Whenever  the  citizens  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  be  forced  to 
seek  refuge  or  asylum  In  the  rivers,  ports,  or  dominions  of  the  other  with  their 
vessels,  whether  merchant  or  of  war,  through  stress  of  weather,  pursuit  of 
pirates  or  enemies,  they  shall  be  received  and  treated  with  humanity,  giving 
to  them  all  favor  and  protection  for  repairing  their  ships  and  placing  themselves 
in  a  situation  to  continue  their  voyage  without  obstacles  or  hindrance  of  any 
kind.  And  the  provisions  of  this  article  shall  apply  to  privateers  or  private 
vessels  of  war  ais  well  as  public,  until  the  two  high  contracting  parties  may  relin- 
quish the  right  of  that  mode  of  warfare,  in  consideration  of  the  general  relin- 
quishment of  the  right  of  capture  of  private  property  upon  the  high  seas. 

Art.  X,  12  Stat.  L.,  1009;  1  MaUoy,  117: 

When  any  vessel  belonging  to  the  citizens  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties 
shall  be  wrecked  or  shall  suffer  any  damages  in  the  seas,  rivers,  or  channels 
within  the  dominions  of  the  other,  there  shall  be  given  to  them  all  assistance 
and  protection,  in  the  same  manner  which  is  usual  and  customary  with  the  ves- 
sels of  the  nation  where  the  damage  happens,  permitting  them  to  unload  the  said 
vessel,  if  necessary,  of  Its  merchandise  and  effects  without  exacting  for  it  any 
duty,  impost,  or  contribution  whatever. 

Art.  XXXVI,  12  Stat.  L.,  1021;  1  Malloy,  124: 

The  United  States  of  Ajnerica  and  the  Republic  of  Bolivia,  desiring  to  make 
as  durable  as  circumstances  will  permit  the  relations  which  are  established 
between  the  two  parties  by  virtue  of  this  treaty  of  peace,  amity,  commerce,  and 
navigation,  declare  solemnly  and  agree  to  the  following  points : 

1st.  The  present  treaty  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  virtue  for  the  term  of 
ten  years,  to  be  counted  from  the  day  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications,  and, 
further,  until  the  end  of  one  year  after  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall 
have  given  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  same;  each  of 
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the  contracting  parties  reserving  to  itself  the  right  of  giving  such  notice  to  the 
other  at  the  end  of  said  term  of  ten  years ;  and  it  is  agreed  between  them  that, 
on  the  expiration  of  one  year  after  such  notice  shall  have  been  received  by 
either  from  the  other  party,  this  treaty.  In  all,  its  parts  relative  tg  commerce 
and  navigation,  shall  altogether  cease  and  determine;  and  in  all  those  parts 
which  relate  to  peace  and  friendship  it  shall  be  perpetual  and  permanently  bind- 
ing on  both  powers. 

According  to  Article  XXXVI  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should 
be  given  one  year  in  advance  of  date  of  desired  termination.  No 
action  h^ts  been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

CHINA. 

TREATY  AS  TO  COMMERCIAL  INTERCOURSE  AND  JUDICIAL  PROCEDURE,  CONCLUDED 

NOVEMBER  17,  1880. 

Art  III,  22  Stat.  I/.,  829;  1  Malloy,  240: 

His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  China  hereby  promises  and  agrees  that 
no  other  kind  or  higher  rate  of  tonnage  dnes,  or  duties  for  Imports  or  exports,  or 
coastwise  trade  shall  be  Imposed  or  levied  In  the  open  ports  of  China  upon  ves- 
sels wholly  belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United  States;  or  upon  the  produce, 
manufactures,  or  merchandise  Imported  In  the  same  from  the  United  States,  or 
from  any  foreign  country;  or  upon  the  produce,  manufactures,  or  merchandise 
exported  In  the  same  to  the  United  States  or  to  any  foreign  country,  or 
transported  In  the  same  from  one  open  port  of  China  to  another,  than  are  im- 
posed or  levied  on  vessels  or  cargoes  of  any  other  nation  or  on  those  of  Chinese 
subjects. 

The  United  States  hereby  promises  and  agree  that  no  other  kind  or  higher 
rate  of  tonnage  dues  or  duties  for  imports  shaU  be  imposed  or  levied  in  the 
ports  of  the  United  States  upon  vessels  wholly  belonging  to  the  subjects  of 
His  Imperial  Majesty  and  coming  either  directly  or  by  way  of  any  foreign  port, 
from  any  of  the  ports  of  China  which  are  open  to  foreign  trade,  to  the  ports 
of  the  United  States ;  or  returning  therefrom,  either  directly  or  by  way  of  any 
foreign  port,  to  any  of  the  open  ports  of  China;  or  upon  the  produce,  manu- 
factures, or  merchandise  imported  in  the  same  from  China  or  from  any  foreign 
country  than  are  Imposed  or  levied  on  vessels  of  other  nations  which  make 
no  discrimination  against  the  United  States  In  tonnage  dues  or  duties  on 
imports,  exports,  or  coastwise  trade;  or  than  are  imposed  or  levied  on  vessels 
and  cargoes  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

TREATY   AS   TO   COMMERCIAL  RELATIONS,    CONCLUDED  OCTOBER   8,    1908. 

Art  XVII,  83  Stat.  L.,  Part  II,  2215;  1  Malloy,  269: 

It  is  agreed  between  the  High  Contracting  Parties  hereto  that  all  .the  pro- 
visions of  the  several  treaties  between  the  United  States  and  China  which 
were  in  force  on  the  first  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1900,  are  continued  in  full 
force  and  effect  except  In  so  far  as  they  are  modified  by  the  present  Treaty 
or  other  treaties  to  which  the  United  States  Is  a  party. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  remain  in  force  for  a  period  of  ten  years  beginning 
with  the  date  of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  and  until  a  revision 'is  effected, 
as  hereinafter  provided. 

It  Is  further  agreed  that  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  may  demand 
that  the  tariff  and  the  articles  of  this  convention  be  reylsed  at  the  end  of  ten 
years  from  the  date  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  thereof.  If  no  revision 
is  demanded  before  the  end  of  the  first  term  of  ten  years,  then  these  articles 
in  their  present  form  shall  remain  in  full  force  for  a  further  term  of  ten  years, 
reckoned  from  the  end  of  the  first  term,  and  so  on  for  successive  periods  of  ten 
years. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above  quoted  articles  are  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation ;  hence,  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation 
as  an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abroga- 
tion. 
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COLOMBIA    (NEW  GRANADA). 

TREATY    OF    PEACE,    AMITY,     NAVIGATION,     AND    COMMESCE,     OONCLUDBD    IIBCEMBEB 

12,    1846. 

Art.  Ill,  9  Stat.  L.,  882;  1  Malloy,  303: 

The  two  high  contracting  parties,  being  likewise  desirous  of  placing  the  com- 
merce and  navigation  of  their  respective  countries  on  the  liberal  basis  of  perfect 
equality  and  reciprocity,  mutually  agree  that  the  citizens  of  each  may  frequent 
all  the  coasts  and  countries  of  the  other,  and  reside  and  trade  there,  in  all 
kinds  of  produce,  manufactures,  and  merchandise;  and  that  they  shall  wijoy 
ail  the  rights,  privileges,  and  exemptions,  In  navigation  and  commerce,  which 
native  citizens  do  or  shall  enjoy,  submitting  themselves  to  the  laws,  decrees, 
and  usages  there  established,  to  which  native  citizens  are  subjected.  But  it 
is  understood  that  this  article  does  not  include  the  coasting  trade  of  either 
country,  the  regulation  of  which  is  reserved  by  the  t>arties,  respectively,  ac- 
cording to  their  own  separate  laws. 

Art.  IV,  9  Stat.  L.,  882 ;  1  Malloy,  303  : 

They  likewise  agree  that  whatever  kind  of  produce,  manufacture,  or  mer- 
chandise of  any  foreign  country  can  be,  from  time  to  time,  lawfully  imported 
Into  the  United  States  in  their  own  vessels,  may  be  also  imported  In  vessels 
of  the  Republic  of  New  Granada ;  and  that  no  higher  or  other  duties  upon  the 
tonnage  of  the  vessel  and  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  and  collected,  whether  the 
importation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  one  country  or  of  the  other.  And,  in 
like  manner,  that  whatever  kind  of  produce,  manufacture,  or  merchandise  of 
any  foreign  coimtry  can  be  from  time  to  time  lawfully  Imported  into  the 
Republic  of  New  Granada  in  its  own  vessels  may  be  also  Imported  In  vessels  of 
the  United  States ;  and  that  no  higher  or  other  duties  upon  the  tonnage  of  the 
vessel  and  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  or  collected  whether  the  importation  be 
made  In  vessels  of  the  one  country  or  the  other. 

And  tliey  further  agree  that  whatever  may  be  lawfully  exported  or  reex* 
ported  from  the  one  country  In  Its  own  vessels  to  any  foreign  country  may,  In 
like  manner,  be  exported  or  reexported  In  the  vessels  of  the  other  country ;  and 
the  same  bounties,  duties,  and  drawbacks  shall  be  allowed  and  collected  whether 
such  exportation  or  reexportation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  of 
the  Republic  of  New  Granada. 

Art.  VI,  9  Stat.  L.,  882 ;  1  Malloy,  304 : 

In  order  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  any  misunderstanding,  it  is  hereby 
declared  that  the  stipulations  contained  In  the  three  preceding  articles  are  to 
their  full  extent  applicable  to  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  and  their  cargoes 
arriving  In  the  ports  of  New  Granada,  and  reciprocally  to  the  vessels  of  the  said 
Republic*  of  New  Granada  and  their  cargoes  arriving  in  the  ports  of  the  United 
States,  whether  they  proceed  from  the  ports  of  the  country  to  which  they 
respectively  belong  or  from  the  ports  of  any  other  foreign  country;  and.  In 
either  case,  no  discriminating  duty  shall  be  Imposed  or  collected  In  the  ports 
of  either  country  on  said  vessels  or  their  cargoes,  whether  the  same  shall  be 
of  native  ox  foreign  produce  or  manufacture. 

Art.  VII,  9  Stat.  L.,  884 ;  1  Malloy,  304 : 

It  Is  likewise  agreed  that  it  shall  be  wholly  free  for  all  merchants,  com- 
manders of  ships,  and  other  citizens  of  both  countries  to  manage,  by  themselves 
or  agents,  their  own  business  in  all  the  ports  and  places  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  each  other  as  well  with  respect  to  the  consignments  and  sale  of 
their  goods  and  merchandise  by  wholesale  or  retail  as  with  respect  to  the  load- 
ing, unloading,  and  sending  off  their,  ships;  they  being  In  all  these  cases  to 
be  treated  as  citizens  of  the  country  In  which  they  reside  or  at  least  to  be 
placed  on  an  equality  with  the  subjects  or  citizens  of  the  most  favored  nation. 

Art.  IX,  9  Stat.  L.,  885 ;  1  Malloy,  305 : 

Whenever  the  citizens  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  be  forced 
to  seek  refuge  or  asylum  In  the  rivers,  bays,  ports,  or  tloniinions  of  the  other 
with  their  vessels,  whether  merchant  or  of  war,  public  or  private,  through 
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.  stress  of  weatb^:,  pursuit  of  pirates  or  enemies,  or  want  of  provisions  or 
water,  they  shall  be  received  and  treated  with  humanity,  giving  to  them  all 
favor  and  protection .  for  repairing  their  ships,  procuring  provisions,  and 
placing  themselves  in  a  situation  to  continue  their  voyage  without  obstacle  or 
hindrance  of  any  kind,  or  the  payment  of  port  fees,  or  any  charges  other  than 
.pilotage,  except  such  vessels  continue  in  port  longer  than  forty-eight  hours, 
counting  from  the  time  they  cast  anchor  in  port. 

Art.  X,  9  Stat.  L.,  885 ;  1  Malloy,  305 : 

All  the  ships,  merchandise,  and  effects  belonging  to  the  citizens  of  one  of  the 
contracting  parties,  which  may  be  captured  by  pirates,  whether  within  the 
limits  of  its  Jurisdiction  or  on  the  high  seas,  and  may  be  carried  or  found  in 
the  rivers,  roads,  bays,  ports,  or  domains  of  the  other,  shall  be  delivered  up  to 
the  owners,  they  proving  in  due  and  proper  form  their  rights  before  the  com- 
petent tribunals;  it  being  well  understood  that  the  claim  shall  be  made  within 
the  terms  of  one  year  by  the  parties  themselves,  their  attorneys,  or  agents  of 
their  representative  governments. 

Art.  XI,  9  Stat  L.,  886 ;  1  Malloy,  305 : 

When  any  vessels  belonging  to  the  citizens  of  either  of  the  contracting 
parties  shall  be  wrecked  or  foundered,  or  shall  suffer  any  damage  on  the 
coasts,  or  within  the  dominions  of  the  other,  there  shall  be  given  to  them  all 
assistance  and  protection,  in  the  same  manner  which  is  usual  and  customary 
with  the  vessels  of  the  nation  where  the  damage  happens;  permitting  them  to 
unload  the  said  vessel,  If  necessary,  of  its  merchandise  and  effects,  without 
exacting  for  It  any  duty,  impost  or  contribution  whatever,  unless  they  may 
be  destined  for  consumption  or  sale  in  the  country  of  the  port  where  they 
may  have  been  disembarked. 

Art.  XXXV,  9  Stat.  L.,  889;  1  Malloy,  313: 

♦     *    *    2d.  The  present  treaty  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  vigor  fop 

the  term  of  twenty  years  from  the  day  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications; 

and  from  the  same  day  the  treaty  that  was  concluded  between  the  United 

•  States  and  Colombia,  on  the  thirteenth  of  October,  1824,  shall  cease  to  have 

effect,  notwithstanding  what  was  disposed  in  the  first  point  of  its  31st  Article. 

3d.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  if  neither  party  notifies  to  the  other  its 
intention  of  re-forming  any  of,  or  all,  the  articles  of  this  treaty  twelve  months 
before  the  expiration  of  the  twenty  years  stipulated  above,  the  said  treaty 
shall  continue  binding  on  both  parties  beyond  the  said  twenty  years  until 
twelve  months  from  the  time  that  one  of  the  parties  notifies  its  Intention  of 
proceeding  to  a  re-form. 

According  to  Article  XXXV  quoted^  notice  of  abrogation  should 
be  given  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action 
has  been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

CONGO. 
TREATY  OT  AMrTT,  COMMERCE,  AND  NAVIGATION,  CONCLUDED  JANUARY  24,  1801. 

Art.  1, 27  Stat.  L.,  926;  1  Malloy,  329: 

There  shall  be  full,  entire,  and  ^-eciprocal  liberty  of  commerce,  establish- 
ment and  navigation  between  the  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  the  two  High 
contracting  Parties. 

The  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  the  Inde- 
pendent State  of  the  Congo  and  those  of  the  Independent  State  of  the  Congo  in 
the  United  States  of  America  shall  have  reciprocally  the  right,  on  conforming 
to  the  laws  of  the  country,  to  enter,  travel,  and  reside  in  all  parts  of  their  re- 
spective territories;  to  carry  on  business  there;  and  they  shall  enjoy  in  this 
respect,  for  the  protection  of  their  persons  and  their  property,  the  same  treat- 
ment and  the  same  rights  as  the  natives  or  the  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  the 
most  favored  nation. 

They  can  freely  exercise  their  industry  or  their  business,  as  well  wholesale 
as  retail,  in  the  whole  extent  of  the  territories,  without  being  subjected,  as  to 
their  persons  or  their  property  or  by  reason  of  their  business,  to  any  taxes, 
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general  or  local,  imposts  or  conditions  whatsoever  other  or  more  onerous  than 
those  which  are  Imposed  or  ipay  be  imposed  upon  the  natives  other  than  non- 
civilized  aborigines  or  upon  the  citizens  and  Inhabitants  of  the  most  favored 
nation. 

In  like  manner  they  will  enjoy  reciprocally  the  treatment  of  the  most  favored 
nation  in  all  that  relates  to  rights,  privileges,  exemptions,  and  immunities  what- 
soever concerning  their  persons  or  their  property  and  in  the  matter  of  com- 
merce, industry,  and  navigation. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  article  is  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation ;  hence,  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessa^-y  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation  as 
an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abro- 
gation. 

COSTA   RICA. 
TBEATY    OF   FRIENDSHIP,    COMMERCE,    AND    NAVIGATION    CONCLUDED    JT7LT    10,    1851. 

Art  II,  10  Stat.  L.,  19 ;  1  Malloy,  341 : ' 

There  shall  be  between  all  the  territories  of  the  United  States  and  the  terri- 
tories of  the  Bepublic  of  Costa  Rica  a  reciprocal  freedom  of  commerce.  The 
subjects  and  citizens  of  the  two  countries,  respectively,  shall  have  liberty,  freely 
and  securely,  to  come  with  their  ships  and  cargoes  to  all  places,  ports,  and 
rivers  in  the  territories  afbresaid,  to  which  other  foreigners  are  or  may  be  per- 
mitted to  come;  to  enter  into  the  same  and  to  remain  and  reside  in  any  part 
thereof,  respectively;  also  to  hire  and  occupy  houses  and  warehouses  for  tiie 
purposes  of  their  commerce ;  and,  generally,  the  merchants  and  traders  of  each 
nation,  respectively,  shall  enjoy  the  most  complete  protection  and  security  for 
their  commerce,  subject  always  to  the  laws  and  statutes  of  the  two  countries, 
respectively.  , 

In  lilje  manner,  the  respective  ships  of  war  and  post-office  packets  of  the  two 
countries  shall  have  liberty,  freely  and  securely,  to  come  to  all  harbors,  rivers, 
and  places  to  which  other  foreign  ships  of  war  and  packets  are  or  may  be  per- 
mitted to  come,  to  enter  into  the  same,  to  anchor,  and  to  remain  there  and  refit, 
subject  always  to  tiie  laws  and  statutes  of  the  two  countries,  respectively. 

By  the  right  of  entering  the  places,  port^,  and  rivers  mentioned  in  this  article, 
the  privilege  of  carrying  on  the  coasting  trade  is  not  understood;  in  which 
trade  national  vessels  only  of  the  country  where  the  trade  is  carried  on  are 
permitted  to  engage. 

Art.  V,  10  Stat.  L.,  981 ;  1  Malloy,  343 : 

No  higher  nor  other  duties  or  payments  on  account  of  tonnage,  of  light  or 
harbor  dues,  of  pilotage,  of  salvage,  in  case  either  of  damage  or  shipwreck,  or 
OH  account  of  any  other  local  charges,  shall  be  imposed  In  any  of  the  ports 
of  the  Republic  of  Costa  Rica,  on  vessels  of  the  United  States,  than  those 
payable  in  the  same  ports  by  Costa  Rican  vessels ;  nor  in  any  of  the  ports  of 
the  United  States  on  Costa  Rican  vessels  than  shall  be  payable  in  the  same 
ports  on  vessels  of  the  United  States. 

Art.  VI,  10  Stat.  L.,  919;  1  Malloy^  343: 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  on  the  importation  into  the  territories  of  the 
Republic  of  Costa  Rica  of  any  article  being  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manu- 
facture of  the  territories  of  the  United  States,  whether  such  importation  shall 
be  made  in  Costa  Rican  or  in  vessels  of  the  United  States ;  and  the  same  duties 
shall  be  paid  on  the  Importation  into  the  territories  of  the  United  States  of 
any  article  being  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  Republic  of  Costa 
Rica,  whetlier  such  importation  shall  be  made  in  United  States  or  in  Costa 
Rican  vessels. 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  and  the  same  bounties  and  drawbacks  allowed 
on  the  exportation  to  the  Republic  of  Costi  Rica  of  any  articles  being  the 
growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  territories  of  the  United  States, 
whether  such  exportations  shall  be  made  in  Costa  Rican,  or  in  United  States 
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vessels;  and  the  same  duties  shall  be  paid  and  the  same  bounties  and  draw- 
backs allowed  on  the  exportation  of  any  articles  being  the  growth,  produce,  or 
manufacture  of  the  Republic  of  CJosta  Rica  to  the  territories  of  the  United 
States,  whether  such  exportation  shall  be  made  in  United  States  or  in  Oosta 
Rican  vessels. 

Art.  VII,  10  Stat  L.,  919;  1  Malloy,  843 : 

All  merchants,  commanders  of  ships,  and  others,  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
shall  have  full  liberty  In  all  territories  of  the  Republic  of  Costa  Rica  to 
manage  their  own  affairs  themselves,  or  to  commit  them  to  the  management 
of  whomsoever  they  please,  as  broker,  factor,  agent,  or  interpreter;  nor  shall 
they  be  obliged  to  employ  any  other  persons  in  those  capacities  than  those 
employed  by  Costa,  Ricans,  nor  to  pay  them  any  other  salary  or  remuneration 
than  such  as  is  paid  in  like  cases  by  Oosta  Rican  citizens;  and  absolute  free- 
dom shall  be  allowed  In  all  cases  to  the  buyer  and  seller  to  bargain  and  fix 
the  price  of  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  Imported  into  or  exported  from 
the  Republic  of  Oosta  Rica,  as  they  shall  see  good,  observing  the  laws  and 
established  customs  of  the  country.  The  same  privileges  shall  be  enjoyed  in 
the  territories  of  the  United  States  by  the  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  Oosta 
Rica  under  the  same  conditions. 

The  citizens  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  reciprocally  receive  and 
enjoy  full  and  perfect  protection  for  their  persons  and  property,  and  shall  have 
free  an'd  open  access  to  the  courts  of  Justice  In  the  said  countries,  respectively, 
for  the  prosecution  and  defense  of  their  just  rights;  and  they  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  employ  in  all  cases  the  advocates,  attorneys,  or  agents  of  whatever 
description  whom  they  may  think  proper,  and  they  shall  enjoy  In  this  respect 
the  same  rights  and  privileges  therein  as  native  citizens. 

Art.  MJI,  lb  Stat.  L.,  920;  1  MaUoy,  344: 

In  whatever  relates  to  the  police  of  the  ports  the  lading  and  unlading  of  ships, 
the  safety  of  merchandise,  goods,  and  effects,  the  succession  to  personal  estates 
by  will  or  otherwise,  and  the  disposal  of  personal  property  of  every  sort  and 
denomination,  by  sale,  donation,  exchange,  testament,  or  in  any  other  manner 
whatsoever,  as  also  the  administration  of  justice,  the  citizens  of  ttie  two  high 
contracting  parties  shall  reciprocally  enjoy  the  same  privileges,  liberties,  and 
rights  as  native  citizens,  and  they  shall  not  be  charged  In  any  of  these  respects 
with  any  higher  imposts  or  duties  than  those  which  are  paid  or  may  be  paid 
by  native  citizens;  submitting,  of  course,  to  the  local  laws  and  regulations  of 
each  country,  respectively. 

Art.  XIII,  10  Stat.  L.,  920 ;  1  Malloy,  345 : 

In  order  that  the  two  high  contracting  parties  may  have  the  opportunity  of 
hereafter  treating  and  agreeing  upon  such  other  arrangements  as  may  tend 
fftlU  further  to  the  improvement  of  their  mutual  Intercourse,  and  to  the  advance- 
ment of  the  Interests  of  their  respective  citizens.  It  Is  agreed  that,  at  any  time 
after  the  expiration  of  seven  years  from  the  date  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifi- 
cations of  the  present  treaty,  either  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have 
the  right  of  giving  to  the  other  party  notice  of  Its  Intention  to  terminate  Articles 
IV,  V,  and  VI,  of  the  present  treaty ;  and  t)iat,  at  Uie  expiration  of  12  months 
after  such  notice  shall  have  been  received  by  either  i>arty  from  the  other,  the 
said  articles  and  all  the  stipulations  contained  therein  shall  cease  to  be  blndin?i 
on  the  two  high  contracting  parties. 

No  provision  is  made  in  the  treaty  for  abrogation,  except  as  to 
Articles  IV,  V,  and  VI,  as  to  which  notice  of  12  months  is  required 
in  advance  of  termination.  Otherwise  an  agreement  would  seem  to 
be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  abrogation  as  an  international 
agreement.  No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  to 
that  end. 

CUBA. 
COMHISCIAL  CONVENTION,  CONCT.UDED  DECEMBER  11,  1902. 

Art.  I,  1  Malloy,  353;  33  Stat  L.,  part  2,  p.  2137: 

During  the  term  of  this  convention,  all  nrtlcles  of  merchandise  being  the 
product  of  the  soil  or  Industry  of  the  United  States  which  are  now  imported 


Digitized  by 


Google 


16  PROPOSED  ABROGATION  OF  TREATIES. 

Into  the  Republic  of  Cuba  free  of  duty,  and  all  articles  of  merchandise  being 
the  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba  which  are  now 
Imported  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  shall  continue  to  be  so  admitted 
by  the  respective  countries  free  of  duty. 

Art.  n,  1  Malloy,  354;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2137: 

During  the  term  of  tills  convention,  all  articles  of  merchandise  not  included 
in  the  foregoing  Article  I  and  being  the  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the 
Republic  of  Cuba  imported  into  the  United  States,  shall  be  admitted  at  a 
reduction  of  twenty  percentum  of  the  rates  of  duty  thereon  as  provided  by  the 
Tariff  Act  of  the  United  States,  approved  July  24,  1897,  or  as  may  be  provided 
by  any  tariff  law  of  the  United  States  -subsequently  enacted. 

Art.  V,  1  Malloy,  355;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2139: 

It  is  understood  and  agreed  that  the  laws  and  regulations  adopted,  or  that 
may  be  adopted,  by  the  United  States  and  by  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  to  protect 
their  revenues  and  prevent  fraud  in  the  declarations  and  proofs  that  tiie 
articles  of  merchandise  to  which  this  convention  may  apply  are  the  product  or 
manufactuje  t)f  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  respectively,  shall 
not  impose  any  additional  charge  or  fees  therefor  on  the  articles  imported, 
excepting  the  consular  fees  established,  or  which  may  be  established,  by  either 
of  the  two  countries  for  Issuing  shipping  documents,  which  fees  shall  not  be 
higher  than  those  charged  on  the  shipments  of  similar  merchandise  from  any 
other  nation  whatsoever. 

Art.  \ai,  1  Malloy,  355 ;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2140. 

It  is  agreed  that  similar  articles  of  both  countries  shall  receive  equal  treat- 
ment on  their  Importation  into  the  ports  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Republic 
of  Cuba,  respectively. 

Art.  VIII,  1  Malloy,  355 ;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2140 : 

The  rates  of  duty  herein  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  Republic  of  Cuba 
are  and  shall  continue  during  the  term  of  this  convention  preferential  In  respect 
to  all  like  imports  from  other  countries,  and,  in  return  for  said  preferential 
rates  of  duty  granted  to  the  Republic  of  Cuba  by  the  United  States,  it  Is  agreed 
that  the  concession  herein  granted  on  the  part  of  the  said  Republic  of  Cuba  to 
the  products  of  the  United  States  shall  likewise  be,  and  shall  continue  during 
the  term  of  this  convention,  preferential  in  respect  to  all  like  Imports  from  other 
countries.  Provided,  That  while  this  convention  is  in  force  no  sugar  importe<l 
from  the  Republic  of  Cuba  and  being  the  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the 
Republic  of  Cuba,  shall  be  admitted  into  the  United  States  at  a  reduction  of 
duty  greater  than  twenty  per  centum  of  the  rates  of  duty  thereon  as  provided 
by  the  tariff  act  of  the  United  States  approved  July  24,  1897,  and  no  sugar,  the 
product  of  any  other  foreign  country,  shall  be  admitted  by  treaty  or  convention 
Into  the  United  States,  while  this  convention  is  In  force  at  a  lower  rate  of  duty 
than  that  provided  by  the  tariff  act  of  the  United  States  approved  July  24,  1897. 

Art.  X,  1  Malloy,  356 ;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2141 : 

It  is  hereby  understood  and  agreed  that  in  case  of  changes  in  the  tariff  of 
either  country  which  deprive  the  other  of  the  advantage  which  is  represented  by 
the  percentages  herein  agreed  upon,  on  the  actual  rates  of  the  tariffs  now  In 
force,  the  country  so  deprived  of  this  protection  reserves  the  right  to  terminate 
its  obligations  under  this  convention  after  six  months'  notice  to  the  other  of  its 
intention  to  arrest  the  operations  thereof.  ' 

And  it  is  further  understood  and  agreed  that  if,  at  any  time  during  the  term 
of  this  convention,  after  the  expiration  of  the  first  year,  the  protection  herein 
granted  to  the  products  and  manufactures  of  the  United  States  on  the  basis  of 
the  actual  rates  of  the  tariff  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba  now  in  force  should  appear 
to  the  government  of  the  said  Republic  to  be  excessive,  in  view  of  a  new  tariff 
law  that  may  be  adopted  by  it  after  this  convention  becomes  operative,  then  the 
said  Republic  of  Cuba  may  reopen  negotiations  with  a  >'iew  to  securing  such 
modifications  as  may  appear  proper  to  both  contracting  parties. 

Art.  XI,  1  Malloy,  356;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2142: 

The  present  convention  shall  be  ratified  by  the  appropriate  authorities  of  the 
respective  countries,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be  exchanged  at  Washington, 
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District  of  Columbia,  United  States  of  America,  as  soon  as  may  be  before  the 
thirty-first  day  of  January,  1903,  and  the  convention  shall  go  into  effect  on  the 
tenth  day  after  the  exchange  of  ratifications,  and  shall  continue  in  force  for  the 
term  of  five  (5)  years  from  date  of  going  into  effect,  and  from  year  to  year 
thereafter  until  the  expiration  of  one  year  from  the  day  when  either  of  the 
contracting  parties  shall  give  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the 
same. 

According  to  Article  XI  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
given  one  j;ear  in  advance  of  desired  termination,  ifo  action  has  been 
taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

DENMARK.  ' 
CX)NVENTION  OF  FRIENDSHIP,  COMMEBCE,  AND  NAVIGATION,  CONCLUDED  APRIL  26,  1826. 

Art.  II,  8  Stat.  L.,  340;  1  Malloy,  374: 

The  contracting  parties  being  likewise  desirous  of  placing  the  commerce  and 
navigation  of  their  respective  countries  on  the  liberal  basis  of  perfect  equality 
and  reciprocity,  mutually  agree  that  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  each  may  fre- 
quent all  the  coasts  and  countries  of  the  other  (with  the  exception  hereafter 
provided  for  in  the  sixth  article),  and  reside  and  trade  there  in  all  kinds  of 
produce,  manufactures,  and  merchandise;  and  they  shall  enjoy  all  the  rights, 
privileges,  and  exemptions.  In  navigation  and  commerce,  which  native  citizens 
or  subjects  do  or  shall  enjoy,  submitting  themselves  to  the  laws,  decrees,  and 
usages,  there  established,  to  which  native  citizens  or  subjects  are  subjected. 
But  it  is  understood  that  this  article  does  not  include  the  coasting  trade  of  either 
country,  the  regulation  of  which  is  reserved  by  the  parties,  respectively,  accord- 
ing to  their  own  separate  laws. 

Art.  Ill,  8  Stat.  L.,  340;  1  Malloy,  374: 

They  likewise  agree  that  whatever  kind  of  produce,  manufacture,  or  merchan- 
dise of  any  foreign  country  can  be  from  time  to  time  lawfully  imported  into 
the  United  States,  in  vessels  belonging  wholly  to  the  citizens  thereof,  may  be 
also  Imported  in  vessels  wholly  belonging  to  the  subjects  of  Denmark ;  and  that 
no  higher  or  other  duties  upon  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  or  hei-  cargo  shall  be 
levietl  and  collected,  whether  the  importation  be  made  in  vessels  ef  the  one 
country  or  of  the  other.  And,  In  like  manner,  that  whatever  kind  of  produce,  man- 
ufacture, or  merchandise  of  any  foreign  country  can  be  from  time  to  time  lawfully 
importefl  into  the  dominions  of  the  King  of  Denmark  in  the  vessels  thereof 
(with  the  exception  hereafter  mentioned  in  the  sixth  article),  may  be  also  im- 
ported in  vessels  of  the  United  States ;  and  that  no  higher  or  other  duties  upon 
the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  or  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  and  collected,  whether  the 
Importation  be  made  In  vessels  of  the  one  country  or  of  the  other.  And  they 
further  agree,  that  whatever  may  be  lawfully  exported  or  reexported  from  the 
one  country  in  its  own  vessels,  to  any  foreign  country,  may  in  like  manner  be 
Exported  or  reexported  in  the  ves.sels  of  the  other  country.  And  the  same 
bounties,  duties,  and  drawbacks  shall  be  allowed  and  collected,  whether  such 
exportation  or  reexportation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  of  Den- 
mark. Nor  shall  higher  or  other  charges  of  any  kind  be  Imposed  in  the  ports 
of  one  party  on  vessels  of  the  other  than  are  or  shall  be  payable  in  the  same 
ports  by  native  vessels. 

Art.  XI,  8  Stat.  L.,  342;  1  Malloy,  376: 

The  present  convention  shall  be  in  force  for  ten  years  from  the  date  hereof, 
and  further  until  the  end  of  one  year  after  either  of  the  contracting  parties 
shall  have  given  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  same, 
each  of  the  contracting  parties  reserving  to  itself  the  right  of  giving  such  notice 
tf>  the  other  at  the  end  of  the  said  term  of  ten  years ;  and  it  is  hereby  agreed 
between  them  that,  on  the  expiration  of  one  year  after  such  notice  shall 
have  been  received  by  either  from  the  other  party,  this  convention,  and  all 
the  provisions  thereof,  shall  altogether  cease  and  determine. 
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According  to  Article  XI  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
civen  one  year  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

FEANOB. 
CONVENTION  OF  NAVIGATION  AND  COMMEBCE,  CONCLITDED  JXTNE  24,  182S. 

Art.  I,  8  Stat.  L.,  278 ;  1  Malloy,  521 : 

Articles  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  United  States,  Im- 
ported Into  France  in  vessels  of  the  United  States,  shall  pay  an  additional 
duty,  not  exceeding  twenty  franCs  per  ton  of  merchandise,  over  and  above  the 
duties  paid  on  the  like  articles,  also  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture 
of  the  United  States,  when  imported  in  French  vessels. 

Art.  II,  8  Stat.  L.,  278 ;  1  MaUoy,  521 : 

Articles  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  France,  Imported  into 
the  United  States  in  French  vessels,  shall  pay  an  additional  duty,  not  exceed- 
ing three  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents  per  ton  of  merchandise,  over  and  above 
the  duties  collected  upon  the  like  articles,  also  of  the  growth,  produce,  or 
manufacture  of  France,  when  imported  in  vessels  of  the  United  States. 

Art.  in,  8  Stat.  L.,  278;  1  Malloy,  521: 

No  discriminating  duty  shall  be  levied  upon  the  productions  of  the  soU  or 
Industry  of  France,  imported  in  French  bottoms  into  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  for  transit  or  reexportation ;  nor  shall  any  such  duties  be  levied  upon 
the  productions  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  United  States,  imported  in  ves- 
sels of  the  United  States  into  the  ports  of  France  for  transit  or  reexportation. 

Art  V,  8  Stat.  L.,  279-;  1  Malloy,  522: 

The  duties  of  tonnage,  light-money,  pilotage,  port  charges,  brokerage,  and  all 
other  duties  upon  foreign  shipping,  over  and  above  those  paid  by  the  national 
shipping  in  the  two  countries  respectively,  other  than  those  specified  in  Articles 
1  and  2  of  the  present  convention,  shall  not  exceed  in  France,  for  vessels  of  the 
United  States,  five  francs  per  ton  of  the  vessel's  American  register;  nor  for 
vessels  of  France  In  the  United  States,  ninety-four  cents  per  ton  of  the  vessel's 
French  passport. 

Art.  VII,  8  Stat.  L.,  280;  1  Malloy,  522: 

The  present  temporary  convention  shall  be  in  force  for  two  years  from 
the  first  day  of  October  next,  and  even  after  the  expiration  of  that  term,  until 
the  conclusion  of  a  definitive  treaty,  or  until  one  of  the  parties  shall  have  de- 
clared its  intention  to  renounce  it;  which  declaration  shall  be  made  at  least 
six  months  before  hand. 

And  in  case  the  present  arrangement  should  remain  without  such  declaration 
of  its  discontinuance  by  either  party,  the  extra  duties  specified  in  the  1st  and 
2d  articles,  shall,  from  the  expiration  of  the  said  two  years,  be,  on  both  sides, 
diminished  by  one-fourth  of  their  whole  amount,  and,  afterwards  by  one-fourth 
of  the  said  amount  from  year  to  year,  so  long  as  neither  party  shall  have  de- 
clared the  intention  of  renouncing  it  as  above  stated. 

According  to  Article  VII,  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
riven  six  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

GREAT  BRITAIK. 
TBEATT   OF    AMrTY,    COMMEBCE,    AND    NAVIGATION,    OONOLUDED    NOVEMBER    19,    1794. 

Art.  Ill,  8  Stat.  L.,  117 ;  1  Malloy,  592 : 

It  is  agreed  that  it  shall  at  all  times  be  free  to  His  Majesty's  subjects  and  to 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  also  to  the  Indians  dwelling  on  either  side 
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of  the  said  boundary  line,  freely  to  pass  and  repass  by  land  or  inland  nayiga- 
Hon  into  the  respective  territories  and  ediintries  of  the  two  parties  on  the 
continent  of  America  (the  country  within  the  limits  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany only  excepted),  and  to  navigate  all  the  lakes,  rivers,  and  waters  thereof, 
and  freely  to  carry  on  trade  and  commerce  with  each  other.  But  it  is  under- 
stood that  this  article  does  not  extend  to  the  admission  of  vessels  of  the 
United  States  into  the  seaports,  harbours,  bays,  or  creeks  of  His  Majesty's 
said  territories,  nor  into  such  parts  of  the  rivers  in  His  Majesty's  said  terri- 
tories as  are  between  the  mouth  thereof  and  the  highest  port  of  entry  from  the 
sea,  except  in  small  vessels  trading  bona  fide  between  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
under  such  regulations  as  shall  be  established  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  any 
frauds  in  this  respect  Nor  to  the  admission  of  British  vessels  from  the  sea 
into  the  rivers  of  the  United  States  beyond  the  highest  ports  of  entry  for  foreign 
vessels  from  the  sea.  The  river  Mississippi  shall,  however,  according  to  the 
treaty  of  peace,  be  entirely  open  to  both  parties ;  and  it  is  further  agreed  that 
all  the  ports  and  places  on  its  eastern  side,  to  whichsoever  of  the  parties  be- 
longing, may  freely  be  resorted  to  and  used  by  both  imrties  in  as  ample  a 
manner  as  any  of  the  Atlantic  ports  or  places  of  the  United  States  or  any  of 
the  ports  or  places  of  His  Majesty  in  Great  Britain. 

jm  goods  and  merchandise  whose  importation  into  His  Majesty's  said  ter- 
ritories in  America  shall  not  be  entirely  prohibited,  may  freely,  for  the  purpose 
of  commerce,  be  carried  into  the  same  in  the  manner  aforesaid  by  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  such  goods  and  merchandise  shall  be  subject  to  no 
higher  or  other  duties  than  would  be  payable  by  His  Majesty's  subjects  on  the 
importation  of  the  same  from  Europe  into  the  said  territories.  And  in  like 
manner  all  goods  and  merchandise  whose  importation  into  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  wholly  prohibited,  may  freely,  for  the  purpose  of  commerce,  be 
carried  into  the  same,  in  the  manner  aforesaid,  by  His  Majesty's  subjects,  and 
such  goods  and  merchandise  shall  be  subject  to  no  higher  or  other  duties  than 
would  be  payable  by  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  on  the  importation  of 
the  same  in  American  vessels  into  the  Atlantic  ports  of  the  said  States.  And 
all  goods  not  prohibited  to  be  exported  from  the  said  territofies,  respectively, 
may  in  like  manner  be  carried  out  of  the  same  by  the  two  parties,  respectively, 
paying  duty  as  aforesaid. 

No  duty  of  entry  shall  ever  be  levied  by  either  party  on  peltries  brought  by 
land  or  inland  navigation  into  the  said  territories,  respectively,  nor  shall  the 
Indians  passing  or  repassing  with  their  own  proper  goods  and  effects  of  what- 
ever nature  pay  for  the  same  any  impost  or  duty  whatever.  But  goods  in 
bales,  or  other  large  packages,  unusual  among  Indians,  shall  not  be  considered 
as  goods  belonging  bona  fide  to  Indians. 

No  higher  or  other  tolls  or  rates  of  ferriage  than  what  are  or  shall  be  pay- 
able by  natives  shall  be  demanded  on  either  side,  and  no  duties  shall  be  pay- 
able on  any  goods  which  shall  merely  be  carried  over  any  of  the  portages  or 
carrying  places  on  either  side  for  the  purpose  of  being  immediately  reembarked 
and  carried  to  some  other  place  or  places..  But  as  by  this  stipulation  it  is 
only  meant  to  secure  to  each  party  a  free  passage  across  the  portages  on  both 
sides,  it  is  agreed  that  this  exemption  from  duty  shall  extend  only  to  such 
goods  as  are  carried  in  the  usual  and  direct  road  across  the  portage,  and  are 
not  attempted  to  be  in  any  manner  sold  or  exchanged  during  their  -passage 
across  the  same,  and  proper  regulations  may  be  established  to  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  any  frauds  in  this  respect. 

Ajb  this  article  is  intended  to  render  in  a  great  degree  the  local  advantages  of 
each  party  common  to  both,  and  thereby  to  promote  a  disposition  favorable  to 
friendship  and  good  neighborhood,  It  Is  agreed  that  the  respective  Governments 
will  mutually  promote  this  amicable  intercourse  by  causing  speedy  and  Im- 
partial justice  to  be  done,  and  necessary  protection  to  be  extended  to  all  who 
may  be  concerned  therein. 

Whether  the  treaty  above  quoted  from  continued  in  force  after 
the  War  of  1812  has  been  the  subject  of  controversy  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States.  With  respect  to  this  treaty  and  others 
concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  prior  to  the 
War  of  1812,  Lord  Bathurst,  in  a  note  to  John  Quincy  Adams, 
stated :  "  She  [Great  Britain]  knows  of  no  exception  to  the  rule  that 
all  tireaties  are  put  an  end  to  by  a  subsequent  war  between  the  same 
parties."    (American  State  Papers,  vol.  4,  p.  354.)    Against  this  view 
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of  the  British  Government  and  its  unqualified  expression  the  United 
States  protested.  (See  note  to  p.  580,  Vol.  I,  Malloy's  Treaties,  Con- 
ventions, International  Acts,  Protocols,  and  Agreements  Between  the 
United  States  and  Other  Powers,  1776-1909.) 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  article  is  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation ;  hence  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation  sis 
an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abro- 
gation. 

CONVENTION  OF  COMMEBCB  AND  NAVIGATION,  CONCLUDED  JT7LY  8,  1815. 

Art.  I,  8  Stat.  L.,  228 ;  1  Malloy,  624 : 

There  shall  be  between  the  territories  of  the  United  States  of  America  and 
all  the  territories  of  His  Britannick  Majesty  in  Europe  a  reciprocal  liberty  of 
commerce.  The  inhabitants  of  the  two  countries,  respectively,  shall  have  liberty 
freely  and  securely  to  come  with  their  ships  and  cargoes  to  all  such  places, 
ports,  and  rivers  in  the  territories  aforesaid  to  which  other  foreigners  are  per- 
mitted to  come,  to  enter  into  the  same,  and  to  remain  and  reside  in  any  parts 
of  the  said  territories,' respectively ;  also  to  hire  and  occupy  houses  and  ware- 
houses for  the  purposes  of  their  commerce;  and,  generally,  the  merchants  and 
traders  of  each  nation,  respectively,  shall  enjoy  the  most  complete  protection 
and  security  for  their  commerce,  but  subject  always  to  laws  and  statutes  of 
the  two  countries,  respectively. 

Art.  II,  8  Stat.  L.,  228 ;  1  Malloy,  625 : 

♦  *  *  No  higher  or  other  duties  or  charges  shall  be  Imposed  in  any  of  tbe 
ports  of  the  United  States  on  British  vessels  than  those  payable  in  the  same 
ports  by  vessels  of  the  United  States,  nor  In  the  ports  of  any  of  His  Britannick 
Majesty's  territories  in  Europe  on  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  than  shall  be 
payable  In  the  same  ports  on  British  vessels. 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  on  the  Importation  Into  the  United  States  of 
any  articles  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  His  Britannick  Majesty's 
territories  in  Europe,  whether  such  importation  *shall  be  In  vessels  of  the 
United  States  or  In  British  vessels,  and  the  same  duties  shall  be  paid  on  the 
importation  into  the  ports  of  any  of  His  Britannick  Majesty's  territories  In 
Europe  of  any  article  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  United  States, 
whether  such  Importation  shall  be  in  British  vessels  or  In  vessels  of  the  United 
States. 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  and  the  same  bounties  allowed  on  the  exporta- 
tion of  any  articles  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  His  Britannick 
Majesty's  territories  In  Europe  to  the  United  States,  whether  such  exportation 
shall  be  In  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  In  British  vessels;  and  the  same 
duties  shall  be  paid  and  -the  same  bounties  allowed  on  the  exportation  of  any 
articles  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  United  States  to  His 
Britannick  Majesty's  territories  In  Europe,  whether  such  exportation  shall  be 
In  British  vessels  or  in  vessels  of  the  United  States. 

It  Is  further  agreed  that  In  all  cases  where  drawbacks  are  or  may  be  allowed 
upon  the  reexportation  of  any  goods  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of 
either  country,  respectively,  the  amount  of  the  said  drawbacks  shall  be  the 
same,  whether  the  said  goods  shall  have  been  originally  Imported  in  a  British 
or  an  American  vessel ;  but  when  such  reexportation  shall  take  place  from  the 
United  States  in  a  British  vessel  or  from  the  territories  of  His  Britannick 
Majesty  in  Europe  in  an  American  vessel  to  any  other  foreign  nation  the  two 
contracting  parties  reserve  to  themselves,  respectively,  the  right  of  regulating 
or  diminishing  in  such  case  the  amount  of  the  said  drawback. 

The  Intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  His  Britannick  Majesty's 
possessions  in  the  West  Indies  and  on  the  continent  of  North  America  shall 
not  be  affected  by  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  article,  but  each  party  shall 
remain  in  the  complete  possession  of  Its  rights  with  respect  to  such  an  Inter- 
course. 
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Art.  V,  8  Stat.  L.,  230;  1  Malloy,  627: 

This  convention,  when  the  same  shall  have  been  duly  ratified  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  theif  Senate, 
and  by  His  Britannick  Majesty,  and  the  respective  ratifications  mutually  ex- 
changed, shall  be  binding  and  obligatory  on  the  said  United  States  and  His 
Majesty  for  four  years  from  the  date  of  its  signature;  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  in  six  months  from  this  time  or  sooner,  if  possible. 

The  treaty  of  July  3, 1815,  was  continued  for  10  years  by  the  fourth 
article  of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  and  indefinitely  ex- 
tended by  the  convention  of  August  6, 1827. 

COMMEBCE    CONVENTION,    CONCIiUDED    AUGUST    6,     182T. 

Art.  I,  8  Stat.  L.,  861 ;  1  Malloy,  645 : 

All  the  Provisions  of  the  CJonventlon  concluded  between  the  United  States 
of  American  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Brit- 
ain and  Ireland,  on  the  third  of  July,  1815,  and  further  continued  for  the  term 
of  ten  years  by  the  fourth  Article  of  the  Convention  of  the  Twentieth  of  Octo- 
ber. 1818,  with  the  exception  therein  contained,  as  to  St.  Helena,  are  hereby 
further  indefinitely,  and  without  the  said  exception,  extended  and  continued  in 
force,  from  the  date  of  the  expiration  of  the  said  ten  years,  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  if  all  the  Provisions  of  the  said  CJonventlon  of  the  Third  of  July,  1815, 
were  herein  specifically  recited. 

Art.  II,  8  Stat.  L.,  361 ;  1  Malloy,  645 : 

It  shall  be  competent,  however,  to  either  of  the  Contracting  Parties,  in  case 
either  should  think  fit,  at  any  time  after  the  expiration  of  the  said  ten  years — 
that  is,  after  the  Twentieth  of  October,  1828 — on  giving  due  notice  of  twelve 
months  to  the  other  Contracting  Party,  to  annul  and  abrogate  this  Conven- 
tion— and  it  shall,  in  such  case,  be  accordingly  entirely  annulled  and  abro- 
gated, after  the  expiration  of  the  said  ternt  of  notice. 

According  to  Article  II  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
given  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

TREATY  TO  FACILriATE  THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  SHIP  CANAL,  CONCLUDED  NOVEMBER 

18,    1001. 

Art.  Ill,  par.  1, 1  Malloy,  783;  32  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  1904: 

1.  The  canal  shall  be  free  and  open  to  the  vessels  of  commerce  and  of  war 
of  all  nations  observing  these  Rules,  on  terms  of  entire  equality,  so  that  there 
shall  be  no  discrimination  against  any  such  nation,  or  its  citizens  or  subjects. 
In  respect  of  the  conditions  or  charges  of  traffic,  or  otherwise.  Such  conditions 
and  charges  of  traffic  shall  be  Just  and  equitable. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  article  is  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation ;  hence,  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation 
as  an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abro- 
gation. 

GREECE, 
TREATY   or    COHHEBCE    AND    NAVIGATION,    CONCLUDED   DECEMBER    22,    1887. 

Art  II,  8  Stat.  L.,  500;  1  Malloy,  849 : 

Greek  vessels  arriving,  either  laden  or  in  ballast,  into  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  from  whatever  place  they  may  come,  shall  be  treated  ou 
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their  entrance,  during  their  stay,  and  at  their  departure  upon  the  same  footing 
as  national  vessels  coming  from  the  same  place,  with  respect  to  the  duties  of 
tonnage,,  lighthouses,  pilotage,  and  port  charges,  as  well  as  to  the  perquisites 
of  public  officers  and  all  other  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or  denomina- 
tion levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities, 
or  of  any  private  establishment  whatsoever;  and,  reciprocally,  the  vessels  of 
the  United  States  of  America  arriving,  either  laden  or  in  ballast,  into  the  ports 
of  the  Kingdom  of  Greece,  from  whatever  place  they  may  come,  shall  be  treated 
on  their  entrance,  during  their  stay,  and  at  their  departure  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing as  national  vessels  coming  from  the  same  place,  with  respect  to  the  duties  of 
tonnage;  lighthouses,  pilotage,  and  port  charges,  as  well  as  to  the  perquisites  of 
public  officers  and  all-  other  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or  denomination 
levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities,  or 
of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever. 

.  Art.  in,  8  Stat.  L.,  500 ;  1  Malloy,  849 : 

An  that  may  be  lawfully  imported  into  the  United  States  of  America  In  vessels 
of  the  said  States  may  also  be  thereinto  imported  in  Greek  vessels,  from  what- 
ever place  they  may  come,  without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  of 
whatever  kind  or  denomination  levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever,  than 
if  imported  in  national  vessels. 

And,  reciprocally,  all  that  may  be  lawfully  imported  into  the  Kingdom  of 
Greece  in  Greek  vessels  may  also  be  thereinto  imported  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  from  whatever  place  they  may  come,  without  paying  other 
or  higher  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or  denomination  levied  in  the  name 
or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private 
establishments  whatsoever,  than  if  imjwrted  in  national  vessels. 

Art.  IV,  8  Stat,  L.,  500 ;  1  Malloy,  849 : 

All  that  may  be  lawfully  exported  from  the  United  States  of  America  in 
vessels  of  the  said  States  may  also  be  exported  therefrom  In  Greek  vessels, 
without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or  denomina- 
tion levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities, 
or  of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever,  than  if  exported  in  national  vessela 

And,  reciprocally,  all  that  may  be  lawfully  exported  from  the  Kingdom  of 
Greece  In  Greek  vessels  may  also  be  exported  therefrom  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or 
denomination  levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local 
authorities,  or  of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever,  than  if  exported  in 
national  vessela 

Art.  V,  8  Stat.  L.,  501 ;  1  Malloy,  850 : 

It  is  expressly  understood  that  the  foregoing  second,  third,  and  fourth  articles 
are  not  applicable  to  the  coastwise  navigation  from  one  port  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  another  port  of  the  said  States,  nor  to  the  navigation  from 
one  port  of  the  Kingdom  of  Greece  to  another  port  of  the  said  Kingdom,  which 
navigation  each  of  the  two  high  contracting  parties  reserves  to  itself. 

Art.  VI,  8  Stat.  L.,  501 ;  1  Malloy,  850 : 

Each  of  the  two  high  contracting  parties  engages  not  to  grant  In  its  pur- 
chases, or  in  those  which  might  be  made  by  companies  or  agents  acting  In  its 
name  or  under  its  authority,  any  preference  to  importations  made  in  its  own 
vessels,  or  In  those  of  a  third  Power,  over  those  made  in  the  vessels  of  the 
other  contracting  party. 

Art.  VII,  8  Stat.  L.,  502;  1  Malloy,  850: 

The  two  high  contracting  parties  engage  not  to  Impose  upon  the  navigation 
between  their  respective  territories,  in  the  vessels  of  either,  any  tonnage  or 
other  duties  of  any  kind  or  denomination  which  shall  be  higher  or  other  than 
those  which  shall  be  imposed  on  every  other  navigation,  except  that  which  they 
have  reserved  for  themselves,  respectively,  by  the  fifth  article  of  the  present 
treaty. 

Art.  IX,  8  Stat.  L.,  502;  1  Malloy,  850: 

All  privileges  of  transit,  and  all  bounties  and  drawbacks  which  may  be 
allowed  within  the  territories  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  upon  the 
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Importation  or  exportation  of  any  article  whatsoever,  shall  likewise  be  allowed 
on  the  articles  of  like  nature,  the  products  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  other 
contracting  party,  and  on  the  importations  and  exportations  made  In  its 
vessels. 

Art.  X,  8  Stat  L.,  502;  1  Malloy,  851: 

The  citizens  or  subjects  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  arriving  with 
their  vessels  on  the  coasts  belonging  to  the  other,  but  not  wishing  to  enter  the 
port;  or,  after  having  entered  therein,  not  wishing  to  unload  any  part  of  their 
cargo,  shall  be  at  liberty  to  depart  and  continue  their  voyage  without  paying 
any  other  duties,  imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever,  for  the  vessel  and  cargo, 
than  those  of  pilotage,  wharfage,  and  for  the  support  of  lighthouses,  when 
such  duti^  shall  be  levied  on  national  vessels  in  similar  cases.  It  Is  under- 
stood, however,  that  they  shall  always  conform  to  such  regulations  and 
ordinances  concerning  navigation  and  the  places  and  ports  which  they  may 
enter,  as  are,  or  shall  be,  in  force  with  regard  to  national  vessels,  and  that  the 
customhouse  officers  shall  be  permitted  to  visit  them,  to  remain  on  board,  and 
to  take  all  such  precautions  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  all  unlawful 
commerce,  as  long  as  the  vessel^  shall  remain  within  the  limits  of  their 
Jurisdiction. 

Art.  XI,  8  Stat.  L.,  503 ;  1  Malloy,  851 : 

It  is  further  agreed  that  the  vessels  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties, 
having  entered  Into  the  ports  of  the  other,  will  be  permitted  to  confine  them- 
selves to  unloading  such  part  only  of  their  cargoes  as  the  captain  or  owner  may 
wish,  and  that  they  may  freely  depart  with  the  remainder  without  paying  any 
duties.  Imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever,  except  for  that  part  which  shall  have 
been  landed,  and  which  shall  be  marked  upon  and  erased  from  the  manifest 
exhibiting  the  enumeration  of  the  articles  with  which  the  vessel  was  laden, 
<vhlch  manifest  shall  be  presented  entire  at  the  customhouse  of  the  place  where 
the  vessel  shall  have  entered.  Nothing  shall  be  paid  on  that  part  of  the  cargo 
which  the  vessel  shall  carry  away,  and  with  which  It  may  continue  its  voyage 
to  one  or  several  other  i)orts  of  the  same  country,  there  to  dispose  of  the  re- 
mainder of  its  cargo,  if  composed  of  articles  whose  importation  Is  permitted  on 
paying  the  duties  chargeable  upon  it,  or  it  may  proceed  to  any  other  country. 
It  Is  understood,  however,  that  all  duties,  imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever  which 
are  or  may  become  chargeable  upon  the  vessels  themselves  must  be  paid  at  the 
first  port  where  they  shall  break  bulk  or  unlade  part  of  their  cargoes;  but 
that  no  duties.  Imposts,  or  charges  of  the  same  description  shall  be  determined 
anew  In  the  ports  of  the  same  country  which  such  vessels  might  afterwards 
wish  to  enter,  unless  national  vessels  be  in  similar  cases  subject  to  some  ulterior 
duties. 

Art.  XVn,  8  Stat.  L.,  504;  1  Malloy,  853: 

The  present  treaty  shall  continue  in  force  for  ten  years,  counting  from  the 
day  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications,  and  if  before  the  expiration  of  the  first 
nine  years  neither  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  announced  by  an 
official  notification  to  the  other  its  intention  to  arrest  the  operation  of  said 
treaty,  it  shall  remain  binding  for  one  year  beyond  that  time,  and  so  on,  untU 
the  expiration  of  the  twelve  months  which  will  follow  a  similar  notification, 
whatever  the  time  at  which  it  may  take  place. 

According  to  Article  XVII  auoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
l^yen  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

HONDURAS. 

nUBATT  OF  FRIENDSHIP,  COMMERCE,  AND  NAVIGATION  CONCLUDED  JULY  4,  1864. 

Art.  V,  18  Stat.  L.,  702;  1  MaUoy,  954: 

No  higher  nor  other  duties  or  payments  on  account  of  tonnage,  of  light  or 
harbor  dues,  of  pilotage,  of  salvage,  in  case  either  of  damage  or  shipwreck,  or 
on  account  of  any  other  local  charges,  shall  he  imposed  in  any  of  the  ports 
of  the  Republic  of  Honduras  on  vessels  of  the  United  States  than  those  pay- 
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able  in  the  same  ports  by  vessels  of  Honduras,  nor  In  any  of  the  ports  of  the 
United  States  on  vessels  of  Honduras  than  shall  be  payable  in  the  same  ports 
on  vessels  of  the  United  States. 

Art.  VI,  13  Stat.  L.,  702;  1  Malloy,  954: 

The. same  duties  shall  be  paid  on  the  importation  into  the  territories  of  the 
Republic  of  Honduras  of  any  article  being  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufac- 
ture of  the  territories  of  the  United  States,  whether  such  importation  shall  be 
made  in  vessels  of  Honduras  or  of  the  United  States ;  and  the  same  duties  shall 
be  paid  on  the  importation  into  the  territories  of  the  United  States  of  any  article 
being  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  Republic  of  Honduras,  whether 
such  importation  shall  be  made  in  United  States  or  in  Honduras  vessels. 

The  same  dues  shall  be  paid,  and  the  same  bounties  and  drawbacks  allowed, 
on  the  exportation  to  the  Republic  of  Honduras  of  any  articles  being  the  growth, 
produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  territories  of  the  United  States,  whether  such 
exportatlons  shall  be  made  in  vessels  of  Honduras  or  of  the  United  States ;  and 
the  same  duties  shall  be  paid,  and  the  same  bounties  and  drawbacks  allowed 
on  the  exportation  of  any  articles  being  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of 
the  Republic  of  Honduras  to  the  territories  Of  the  United  States,  whether  such 
exportation  shall  be  made  In  United  States  or  in  Honduras  vessels. 

Art.  VII,  13  Stat.  L.,  703;  1  Malloy,  954: 

All  merchants,  commanders  of  ships,  and  others,  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
shall  have  full  liberty,  in  all  the  territories  of  the  Republic  of  Honduras,  to 
nonage  their  own  affairs  themselves  or  to  commit  them  to  the  management  of 
whomsoever  they  please,  as  broker,  ftictor,  agent,  or  interpreter ;  nor  shall  they 
be  obliged  to  employ  any  other  persons  In  those  capacities  than  those  employe«l 
by  citizens  of  Honduras,  nor  to  pay  them  any  other  salary  or  remuneration  than 
such  as  is  paid  in  like  cases  by  citizens  of  Honduras;  and  absolute  freedom, 
In  all  cases,  shall  be  allowed  to  the  buyer  and  seller  to  bargain  and  fix  the  price 
of  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  Imported  into  or  exported  from  the  R^ubllc 
of  Honduras  as  they  shall  see  good,  observing  the  laws  and  established  customs 
of  the  country. 

The  same  privileges  slmll  be  enjoyed  in  the  territories  of  the  United  States  by  ' 
the  citizens  of  the  RepuoUc  of  Honduras  under  the  same  conditions.    *    ♦    * 

Art.  VIII,  13  Stat.  L.,  703;  1  Malloy,  955: 

In  whatever  relates  to  the  police  of  the  ports,  the  lading  and  unlading  of 
ships,  the  safety  of  the  merchandise,  goods,  and  effects,  the  succession  to  per- 
sonal estates  by  will  or  otherwise,  and  the  disposal  of  personal  property  of 
every  sort  and  denomination,  by  sale,  donation,  exchange,  testament,  or  In  any 
other  manner  whatsoever,  as  also  the  administration  of  justice,  the  citizens  of 
the  two  high  contracting  parties  shall  reciprocally  enjoy  the  same  privileges, 
liberties,  and  rights  as  native  citizens,  and  they  shall  not  be  charged  in  any 
of  these  respects  with'  any  higher  Imposts  or  duties  than  those  which  are  paid 
or  may  be  paid  by  native  citizens ;  submitting,  of  course,  to  the  local  laws  and 
regulations  of  each  country,  respectively.  »    •    » 

Art.  XIII,  13  Stat.  L.,  705;  1  Malloy,  956: 

In  order  that  the  two  high  contracting  parties  may  have  the  opportunity  of 
hereafter  treating  and  agreeing  upon  such  other  arrangements  as  may  tend 
still  further  to  the  improvement  of  their  mutual  intercourse,  and  to  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  interests  of  their  respective  citizens,  it  is  agreed  that,  at  any 
time  after  the  expiration  of  seven  years  from  the  date  of  exchange  of  the 
ratifications  of  the  present  treaty,  either  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall 
have  the  right  of  giving  to  the  other  party  notice  of  its  intention  to  terminate 
Articles  IV,  V,  and  VI  of  the  present  treaty,  and  that  at  the  expiration  of  twelve 
months  after  such  notice  shall  have  been  received  by  either  party  from  the 
other,  the  said  articles,  and  all  the  stipulations  contained  therein,  shall  cease 
to  be  binding  on  the  two  high  contracting  parties. 

No  provision  is  made  in  the  treaty  for  the  abrogation,  except  as 
to  Articles  IV,  V,  and  VI,  as  to  which  notice  of  12  months  is  required 
in  advance  of  termination.    Otherwise  agreement  would  seem  to  be 
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necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  abrogation  as  an  international 
agreement.  No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  to  that 
end. 

ITALT. 

TREATY  OF  COMMimCE  AND  NAVIGATION  CONCLUDED  FEBBTTABY  26,  1871. 

Art.  1, 17  Stat.  L.,  845;  1  Malloy,  970: 

There  shall  be  between  the  territories  ot  the  high  contracting  parties  a 
reciprocal  liberty  of  commerce  and  navigation. 

Italian  citizens  in  the  United  States  and  citizens  of  the  United  States  in 
Italy  shall  mutually  have  liberty  to  enter  with  their  ships  and  cargoes  all  the 
ports  of  the  United  States  and  of  Italy,  respectively,  which  may  be  open  to 
foreign  commerce.  They  shall  also  have  liberty  to  sojourn  and  reside  in  all 
parts  whatever  of  said  territories.  They  shall  enjoy,  respectively,  within  the 
States  and  possessions  of  each  party,  the  same  rights,  privileges,  favors,  im- 
munities, and  exemptions  for  their  commerce  and  navigation  as  the  natives  of 
the  country  wherein  they  reside,  without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or 
charges  than  are  paid  by  the  natives,  on  condition  of  their  submitting  to  the 
laws  and  ordinances  there  prevailing. 

War  vessels  of  the  two  Powers  shall  receive  In  their  respective  ports  the  treat- 
ment of  those  of  the  most-favored  nation. 

Art.  II,  17  Stat.  L.,  846;  1  MaUoy,  970: 

The  citizens  of  each  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  liberty  to  travel 
In  the  States  and  Territories  of  the  other,  to  carry  on  trade,  wholesale  and 
retail,  to  hire  and  occupy  houses  and  warehouses,  to  employ  agents  of  their 
choice,  and  generally  to  do  anything  incident  to  or  necessary  for  trade,  upon  the 
same  terms  as  the  natives  of  the  country,  submitting  themselves  to  the  laws 
there  established. 

Art.  Ill,  1''^  Stat.  L.,  846;  1  Malloy,  970,  as  amended  by  treaty 
signed  at  Washington,  February  25, 1913;  Art.  I,  38  Stat.  L.,'Part  II, 
p.  1670: 

The  dtisens  of  each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  receive  in  the  States 
and  Territories  of  the  other  the  most  constant  security  and  protection  for  their 
persons  and  property  and  for  their  rights.  Including  that  form  of  protection 
granted  by  any  State  or  national  law  which  establishes  a  civil  responsibility  for 
injuries  or  for  death  caused  by  negligence  or  fault  and  gives  to  relatives  or  heirs 
of  the  injured  party  a  right  of  action,  which  right  shall  not  be  restricted  oo 
account  of  the  nationality  of  said  relatives  or  heirs;  and  shall  enjoy  in  this 
respect  the  same  rights  and  privileges  as  are  or  shall  be  granted  to  nationals, 
provided  that  they  submit  themselves  to  the  conditions  Imposed  on  the  latter. 

Art.  V,  17  Stat.  L.,  847 ;  1  MaUoy,  971 :        * 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  that  whatever  kind  of  produce,  manu- 
factures, or  merchandise  of  any  foreign  country  can  be  from  time  to  time  law- 
fully imported  into  the  United  States,  in  their  own  vessels,  may  be  also  Imported 
in  Italian  vessels ;  that  no  other  or  higher  duties  upon  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel 
or  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  and  collected,  whether  the  importation  be  made  in 
vessels  of  the  one  country  or  of  the  other ;  and,  in  like  manner,  that  whatsoever 
kind  of  produce,  manufactures,  or  merchandise  of  any  foreign  country  can  be 
from  time  to  time  lawfully  Imported  into  ItHly  in  its  own  vessels,  may  be  also 
imported  in  vessels  of  the  United  States,  and  that  no  higher  or  other  duties  upon 
the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  or  her  cargo  shall  be  levied  and  collected,  .whether  the 
Importation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  one  country  or  of  the  other;  and  they 
further  agree  that  whatever  may  be  lawfully  exported  and  reexported  from  the 
one  country  in  its  own  vessels  to  any  foreign  country,  may  in  the  like  manner 
be  exported  or  reexported  in  the  vessels  of  the  other  country,  and  the  same 
bounties,  duties,  and  drawbacks  shall  be  allowed  and  collected,  whether  such 
exportation  or  reexportation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  of  Italy. 

Art.  VII,  17  Stat.  L.,  848 ;  1  Malloy,  971 : 

Vessels  of  the  United  States  arriving  at  a  port  of  Italy  and,  reciprocally,  ves- 
sels of  Italy  arriving  at  a  port  of  the  United  States  may  proceed  to  any  other 
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port  of  the  same  country,  and  may  there  discharge  such  part  of  their  original 
cargoes  as  may  not  have  been  discharged  at  the  port  where  they  first  arrived. 
It  &,  however,  understood  and  agreed  that  nothing  contained  in  this  article 
shall  apply  to  the  coastwise  navigation,  which  each  of  the  two  contracting 
parties  reserves  exclusively  to  itself. 

Art.  Vin,  17  Stat.  L.,  848;  1  MaUoy,  972: 

The  following  shall  be  exempt  from  paying  tonnage,  anchorage,  and  clearance 
duties  in  the  respective  ports:  * 

1st.  Vessels  entering  in  ballast  and  leaving  again  in  ballast,  from  whatever 
port  they  may  come. 

2.  Vessels  passing  from  a  port  of  either  of  .the  two  States  into  one  or  more 
ports  of  the  same  State  therein  to  discharge  a  part  or  all  of  their  cargo,  or 
take  in  or  complete  their  cargo,  whenever  they  shall  furnish  proof  of  having 
already  paid  the  aforesaid  duties. 

3.  Loaded  vessels  entering  a  port  either  voluntarily  or  forced  from  stress  of 
weather,  and  leaving  it  without  having  disposed  of  the  whole  or  part  of  their 
cargoes,  or  having  therein  completed  their  cargoes. 

No  vessel  of  the  one  country,  which  may  be  compelled  to  enter  a  port  of  the 
other,  shall  be  regarded  as  engaging  in  trade  if  it  merely  breaks  bulk  for  repairs, 
transfers  her  cargo  to  another  vessel  on  account  of  unseaworthiness,  purchases 
stores,  or  sells  damaged  goods  for  reexportation.  It  is,  however,  understood 
that  all  portions  of  such  damaged  goods  destined  to  be  sold  for  internal  con- 
sumption shall  be  liable  to  the  payment  of  custom  dutiea 

Art.  IX,  17  Stat  L.,  849;  1  Malloy,  972: 

When  any  vessel  belonging  to  the  citizens  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties 
shall  be  wrecked,  foundered,  or  shall  suffer  any  damage  on  the  coasts  or  within 
the  dominions  of  the  other,  there  shall  be  given  to  it  all  assistance  and  protec- 
tion in  the  same  manner  which  is  usual  and  customary  with  the  vessels  of  the 
nation  where  the  damage  happens,  permitting  them  to  unload  the  said  vessel, 
if  necessary,  of  its  merchandise  and  effects,  and  to  reload  the  same,  or  part 
thereof,  paying  no  duties  whatsoever  but  su(!h  as  shall  be  due  upon  the  articles 
left  for  consumption. 

Art.  X,  17  Stat.  L.,  850;  1  MaUoy,  972: 

Vessels  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  have  liberty  within  the 
territories  and  dominions  of  the  other  to  complete  their  crew  in  order  to  con- 
tinue their  voyage,  with  sailors  articled  in  the  country,  provided  they  submit 
to  the  local  regulations  and  their  enrollment  be  voluntary. 

Art.  XI,  17  Stat.  L.,  850;  1  MaUoy,  972: 

All  ships,  merchandise,  and  effects  belonging  to  the  citizens  of  one  of  the  con- 
tracting parties,  which  may  be  captured  by  pirates,  whether  within  the  limits 
of  its  jurisdiction  or  on  the  high  seas,  and  may  be  carried  or  found  in  the 
rivers,  roads,  bays,  ports,  of  dominions  of  the  other,  shall  be  delivered  up  to  the 
owners,  they  proving,  in  due  and  proper  form,  their  rights  before  the  competent 
tribunals ;  it  being  well  understood  that  the  claim  should  be  made  within  the 
term  of  one  year,  by  the  parties  themselves,  their  attorneys,  or  agents  of  the 
respective  Governments. 

Art.  XXV,  17  Stat.  L.,  857 ;  1  Malloy ,  976 : 

The  present  treaty  shall  continue  in  force  for  five  (5)  years  from  the  day  of 
the  exchange  of  the  ratifications;  and  if,  twelve  (12)  months  before  the  expi- 
ration of  that  period,  neither  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  an- 
nounced to  the  other  by  an  official  notification  its  intention  to  terminate  the 
said  treaty,  it  shall  remain  obligatory  on  both  parties  one  (1)  year  beyond  that 
time,  and  so  on  until  the  expiration  of  the  twelve  (12)  months  which  will 
follow  a  similar  notification,  whatever  may  be  the  time  when  such  notification 
shall  be  given. 

According  to  Article  XXV,  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should 
be  given  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action 
has  been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 
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JAPAN. 

fltBATT  OF  COMMERCE  AND  NAVIGATION,  SIGNm)  AT  WASHINGTON  TEBRUAKT  21,  1911. 

Art  1, 37  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 1504;  Charles,  77 : 

The  citizens  or  subjects  of  each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  have 
liberty  to  enter,  travel,  and  reside  In  the  territories  of  the  other  to  carry  on 
trade,  wholesale  and  retail,  to  own  or  lease  and  occupy  houses,  manufactories, 
warehouses,  and  shops,  to  employ  agents  of  their  choice,  to  lease  land  for  resi- 
dential and  commercial  purposes,  and  generally  to  do  anything  incident  to  or 
necessary  for  trade  upon  the  same  terms  as  native  citizens  or  subjects,  submit- 
ting themselves  to  the  laws  and  regulations  there  established. 

They  shall  not  be  compelled,  under  any  pretext  whatever,  to  pay  any  charges 
or  taxes  other  or  higher  than  those  that  are  or  may  be  paid  by  native  citizens 
or  subjects. 

The  citizens  or  subjects  of  each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  re- 
ceive in  the  territories  of  the  other  the  most  constant  protection  and  security 
for  their  persons  and  property,  and  shall  enjoy  in  this  respect  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  as  are  or  may  be  granted  to  native  citizens  or  subjects  on  their 
submitting  themselves  to  the  conditions  imposed  upon  the  native  citizens  or 
subjects. 

They  shall*  however,  be  ^empt  In  the  territories  of  the  other  from  compulsory 
military  service,  either  on  land  or  sea,  in  the  regular  forces  or  in  the  na- 
tional guard  or  in  the  militia;  from  all  contributions  imposed  in  lieu  of  per- 
sonal service,  and  from  all  forced  loans  or  military  exactions  or  contributions. 

Art.  Vni,  37  Stat.  L.,  parf2, 1506;  Charles,  79: 

All  articles  which  are  or  may  be  legally  imported  into  the  ports  of  either  High 
Contracting  Party  from  foreign  countries  in  national  vessels  may  likewise  be 
imported  into  those  ports  in  vessels  of  the  other  Contracting  Party  without 
being  liable  to  any  ot^er  or  higher  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  denomination 
than  if  such  articles  were  imported  in  national  vessels.  Such  reciprocal 
equality  of  treatment  shall  take  effect  without  distinction,  whether  such  articles 
come  directiy  from  the  place  of  origin  or  from  any  other  foreign  place. 

In  the  same  manner  there  shall  be  perfect  equality  of  treatment  in  regard 
to  exportation,  so  that  the  same  export  duties  shall  be  paid  and  the  same  boun- 
ties and  •  drawbacks  allowed  in  the  territories  of  each  of  the  Contracting 
Parties  on  the  exportation  of  any  article  which  is  or  may  be  legally  exported 
therefrom,  whether*  such  exportation  shall  take  place  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States  or  in  Japanese  vessels,  and  whatever  may  be  the  place  of  destination, 
whether  a  port  of  the  other  Party  or  of  any  third  Power. 

Art.  IX,  37  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 1506;  Charles,  80: 

In  all  that  regards  the  stationing,  loading,  and  unloading  of  vessels  in  the 
ports  of  the  territories  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  no  privileges  shall  be 
granted  by  either  Party  to  national  vessels  which  are  not  equally,  in  like  cases, 
granted  to  the  vessels  of  the  other  country;  the  intention  of  the  Contracting 
Parties  being  that  in  these  respects  the  respective  vessels  shall  be  treated  on 
the  footing  of  perfect  equality. 

Art.  XI,  37  Stat  L.,  part  2, 1507 ;  Charles,  80 : 

No  duties  of  tonnage,  harbor,  pilotage,  lighthouse,  quarantine,  or  other 
similar  or  corresponding  duties  of  whatever  denomination,  levied  in  the  name 
or  for  the  profit  of  Government,  public  functionaries,  private  individuals,  cor- 
porations, or  establishments  of  any  kind  shall  be  imposed  in  the  ports  of  the 
territories  of  either  country  upon  the  vessels  of  the  other  which  shall  not 
equally,  under  the  same  conditions,  be  Imposed  on  national  vessels  in  gaieral 
or  on  vessels  of  the  most  favored  nation.  Such  equality  of  treatment  shall 
apply  reciprocally  to  the  respective  vessels  from  whatever  place  they  may 
arrive  and  whatever  may  be  their  place  of  destination. 

Art  Xm,  37  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 1507;  Charles,  80: 

The  coasting  trade  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  is  excepted  from  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  Treaty,  and  shall  b^  regulated  according  to  the  law^  of 
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the  United  States  and  Japan,  respectively.  It  Is,  however,  understood  that 
the  citizens  or  subjects  of  either  Contra ctinjc  Party  shall  enjoy  In  this  respect 
most-favored-natlon  treatment  in  the  territories  of  the  other. 

A  vessel  of  one  of  the  CJontractlng  Parties  laden  in  a  foreign  country  with 
cargo  destined  for  two  or  more  ports  of  entry  In  the  territories  of  the  other 
may  discharge  a  portion  of  her  cargo  at  one  of  the  said  ports  and,  continuing 
her  voyage  to  the  other  port  or  ports  of  destination,  there  discharge  the  re- 
mainder of  her  cargo,  subject  always  to  the  laws,  tariffs,  and  customs  regula- 
tions of  the  country  of  destination;  and  In  lilse  manner  and  under  the  same 
reservation  the  vessels  of  one  of  the  Ck)ntracting  Parties  shall  be  permitted 
to  load  at  several  ports  of  the  other  for  the  same  outward  voyage. 

Art.  XVII,  37  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 1508 ;  Charles,  81 : 

The  present  Treaty  shall  enter  into  operation  on  the  17th  of  July,  1911, 
and  shall  remain  In  force  twelve  years  or  until  the  expiration  of  six  months 
from  the  date  on  which  either  of  the  Contracting  Parties  «hall  have  given 
notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  Treaty. 

In  case  neither  of  the  Contracting  Parties  shall  have  given  notice  to  the 
other  six  months  before  the  expiration  of  the  said  period  of  twelve  years  of 
its  intention  to  terminate  the  Treaty,  It  shall  continue  operative  until  the 
expiration  of  six  months  from  the  date  on  which  either  Par^  shall  have  given 
such  notice. 

According  to  Article  XVII  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 

g'ven  six  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.    No  action  has 
en  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

LIBERIA. 
TREATY  OF  COMMERCE  AND  NAVIGATION  C0NCLX7DED  OCTOBER  21,  1862. 

Art.  Ill,  12  Stat.  L.,  1245;  1  Malloy,  1051: 

No  tonnage,  Import,  or  other  duties  or  charges  shall  be  levied  in  the  Republic 
of  Liberia,  on  United  States  .vessels,  or  on  goods  imported  or  exported  in 
United  States  vessels  beyond  what  are  or  may  be  levied  on  national  vessels 
or  on  the  like  goods  Imported  or  exported  In  national  vessels;  and  in  like  man- 
ner no  tonnage,  Import,  or  other  duties  or  charges  shall  be  levied  in  the  United 
States  of  America  and  their  territories  on  the  vessels  of  the  ^public  of  Liberia, 
or  on  goods  imported  or  exported  in  those  vessels,  beyond  what  are  or  may  be 
levied  on  national  vessels  or  on  the  like  goods  imported  or  exported  in  national 
vessels. 

Art.  IV,  12  Stat.  L.,  1245 ;  1  Malloy,  1051 : 

Mercliandise  or  goods  coming  from  the  United  States  of  America  in  any 
vessels  or  Imported  In  United  States  vessels  from  any  country  shall  not  be 
prohibited  by  the  Republic  of  Liberia,  nor  be  subject  to  higher  duties  than  are 
levied  on  the  same  kinds  of  merchandise  or  goods  coming  from  any  other 
foreign  country  or  imported  In  any  other  foreign  vessels.  All  articles  tlie 
produce  of  the  Republic  of  Liberia  may  be  exported  therefrom  by  citizens  of 
the  United  States  and  United  States  vessels  on  as  favorable  terms  as  by  the 
citizens  and  vessels  of  any  other  foreign  country. 

In  like  manner  all  merchandise  or  goods  coming  from'  the  Republic  of  Liberia 
in  any  vessels  or  Imported  in  Liberian  vessels  from  any  country  shall  not  be 
prohibited  by  the  United  States  of  America  nor  be  subject  to  higher  duties 
than  are  levied  on  the  same  kinds  of  merchandise  or  goods  coming  from  any 
other  foreign  country  or  imported  in  any  other  foreign  vessels.  All  articles 
the  produce  of  the  United  States  or  of  their  territories  may  be  Imported  there- 
from by  Liberian  citizens  and  Liberian  vessels  on  as  favorable  terms  as  by  the 
citizens  and  vessels  of  any  other  foreign  country. 

Art.  V,  12  Stat.  L.,  1245;  1  Malloy,  1051 1 

When  any  vessel  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  be  wrecked,  foun- 
dered, or  otherwise  damaged  on  the  coasts  or  within  the  territories  of  the 
Other,  the  respective  citizens  shall  receive  the  greatest  possible  aid,  as  well  for 
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themselves  as  for  their  vessels  and  efTects.  All  possible  aid  shall  be  given  to 
protect  their  property  from  being  plundered  and  their  persons  from  ill  treat- 
ment. Should  a  dispute  arise  as  to  the  salvage,  it  shall  be  settled  by  arbi- 
tration, to  be  chosen  by  the  parties  respectively. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  articles  are  taken  contains 
no  provision  for  abrogation ;  hence  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation 
as  an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abroga- 
tion. 

MOROCCO. 
TREATY  OF  PEACE  AND   FRIENDSHIP,    CONCLXTDED   SEPTEMBER    16,    1836. 

Art.  VII,  8  Stat.  L.,  485;  1  Malloy,  1213: 

If  any  vessel  of  either  party  shall  put  into  a  port  of  the  other  and  have 
occasion  for  provisions  or  other  supplies,  they  shall  he  furnished  without  any 
interruption  or  molestation. 

Art.  XV,  8  Stat.  L.,  486;  1  MaUoy,  1215: 

Merchants  of  hoth  countries  shall  employ  only  such  interpreters  and  such 
other  persons  to  assist  them  In  their  business  as  they  shall  think  proper.  No 
commander  of  a  vessel  shall  transport  his  cargo  on  board  another  vessel;  he 
shall  not  be  detained  in  port  longer  than  he  may  think  proper ;  and  all  persons 
employed  in  loading  or  unloading  goods,  or  in  any  other  labor  whatever,  shall 
be  paid  at  the  customary  rates,  not  more  and  not  less. 

Art.  XIX,  8  Stat.  L.,  486 ;  1  Malloy,  1215 : 

No  vessel  shaU  be  detained  in  port  on  any  pretence  whatever  nor  be  obliged 
to  take  on  board  any  article  without  the  consent  of  the  commander,  who  shall 
be  at  full  liberty  to  agree  for,  the  freight  of  any  goods  he  takes  on  board. 

Art.  XXV,  8  Stat.  L.,  487;  1  Malloy,  1216: 

This  treaty  shall  continue  in  force,  with  the  help  of  God,  for  fifty  years,  after 
the  expiration  of  which  term  the  treaty  shall  continue  to  be  binding  on  both 
parties  until  the  one  shall  give  twelve  months*  notice  to  the  other  of  an  inten- 
tion to  abandon  it,  in  which  case  its  operations  shall  cease  at  the  end  of  the 
twelve  months. 

According  to  Article  XXV  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
given  12  months  in  advance  oi  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

THE  NETHERLANDS. 
TREATY  OF  COMMEBCE  AND  NAVIGATION,  CONCLUDED  JANUABY  19,  1839. 

Art  V,  8  Stat  L.,  526;  2  Malloy,  1247: 

In  case  of  shipwreck  or  damage  at  sea,  each  party  shaU  grant  to  the  vessels, 
whether  pnbUc  or  private,  of  the  other  the  same  assistance  and  protection  which 
would  be  afforded  to  its  own  vessels  in  like  cases. 

Art.  VI,  8  Stat  L.,  526 ;  2  Malloy,  1247 : 

The  present  treaty  shall  be  in  force  for  the  term  of  ten  years,  commencing  six 
weeks  after  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications,  and  further  until  the  end  of 
twelve  months  after  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  have  given  to  the 
other  notice  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  same,  each  of  the  contracting 
parties  reserving  to  itself  the  right  of  giving  such  notice  to  the  other  after  the 
expiration  of  the  said  term  of  ten  years.  And  it  is  hereby  mutually  agreed  that 
in  the  case  of  such  notice  this  treaty  and  all  the  provisions  thereof  shall,  at  the 
end  of  the  said  twelve  months,  altogether  cease  and  determine. 
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In  a  note  dated  May  10, 1918,  the  United  States  notified  the  Nether- 
lands Government  of  the  abrogation  of  this  treaty,  effective  May  10, 
1919. 

* 

CONVENTION  OF  C0MM1SBCE  AND  NAVIGATION,  CONCLUDED  AUGUST  26,   1862. 

Art.  1, 10  Stat.  L.,  982 ;  2  Malloy,  }248 : 

Goods  and  merchandise,  whatever  their  origin  may  be,  imported  into  or  ex- 
ported from  the  ports  of  the  United  States  from  and  to  any  other  country  in 
vessels  of  the  Netherlands  shall  pay  no  liigher  or  other  duties  than  shall  be 
levied  on  the  like  goods  and  merchandise  imported  or  exported  in  national  ves- 
sels. Reciprocally,  goon^s  and  merchandise,  whatever  their  origin  may  be,  im- 
ported into  or  exported  from  the  ports  of  the  Netherlands  from  and  to  any  other 
country  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  shall  pay  no  higher  or  other  duties 
than  shall  be  levied  on  the  like  goods  and  merclmndise  imported  or  exported  in 
national  vessels. 

The  bounties,  drawbacks,  and  other  privileges  of  this  nature,  which  may 
be  granted  in  the  States  of  either  of  the  contracting  parties  on  goods  imported 
or  exported  In  national  vessels,  shall  also  and  in  like  manner  be  granted  on 
goods  imported  or  exported  in  vessels  of  the  other  country. 

Art.  II,  10  Stat.  L.,  983;  2  Malloy,  1249: 

The  above  reciprocal  equality  in  relation  to  the  flags  of  the  two  countries 
is  understood  to  extend  also  to  the  ports  of  the  colonies  and  dominions  of 
the  Netherlands  beyond  the  seas  in  which  goods  and  merchandise,-  whatever 
their  origin  may  be,  imported  or  exported  from  and  to  any  other  country  in 
vessels  of  the  United  States,  shall  pay  no  higher  or  other  duties  than  shall  be 
levied  on  the  like  goods  and  merchandise  imported  or  exported  from  and  to 
the  same  places  in  vessels  of  the  Netherlands.  The  bounties,  drawbacks,  or 
other  privileges  of  similar  denomination,  which  may  be  there  granted  on  goods 
and  merchandise  imported  or  exported  in  vessels  of  the  Netherlands,  shall  also 
and  in  like  manner  be  granted  on  goods  and  merchandise  imported  or  exported 
in  vessels  of  the  United  States. 

Art.  Ill,  10  Stat.  L.,  983 ;  2  Malloy,  1249 : 

Neither  party  shall  Impose  upon  the  vessels  of  the  other,  whether  carrying 
cargoes  or  arriving  In  ballast  from  either  of  the  two  countries  or  any  other 
country,  any  duties  of  tonnage,  harbor  dues,  lighthouse,  salvage,  pilotage,  quar- 
antine, or  port  charges  of  any  kind  or  denomination  which  shall  not  be  imposed 
in  like  cases  on  national  vessels. 


Art.  V,  10  Stat.  L.  983;  2  Malloy,  1250: 


The  above  reciprocal  equality  in  relation  to  the  flags  of  the  two  countries  Is 
not  understood  to  prevent  the  Government  of  the  Netherlands  from  levying 
discriminating  duties  of  import  or  export  in  favor  of  the  direct  trade  between 
Holland  and  her  colonies  and  dominions  beyond  the  seas ;  but  American  vessels 
engaged  in  such  direct  commerce  shall  be  entitled  to  all  the  privileges  and 
Immunities,  whether  as  regards  import  or  export  duties,  or  otherwise,  that 
are  or  may  be  enjoyed  by  vessels  under  the  Dutch  flag.  Likewise,  the  United 
States  shall  continue  to  levy  the  discriminating  duties  imposed  by  the  present 
tariff  on  teas  and  coffee  in  favor  of  the  direct  importation  of  these  articles 
from  the  place  of  their  growth,  but  also  without  discriminating  between  the 
flags  of  the  two  countries.  And  if  at  any  time  the  Netherlands  or  the  United 
States  shall  abolish  the  said  discriminating  duties,  it  is  understood  that  the 
same  shall  be  in  like  manner  abolished  in  relation  to  the  commerce  of  the 
other  country. 

Art.  VI,  10  Stat.  L.  983;  2  Malloy,  1250: 

The  present  convention  shall  be  considered  as  additional  to  the  above- 
mentioned  treaty  of  the  l^h  of  January,  1839,  and  shall,  altogether,  vrtth  the 
unmodified  articles  of  that  treaty,  be  in  force  for  the  term  of  two  years,  com- 
mencing six  weeks  after  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications;  and  further,  until 
the  end  of  twelve  months  after  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  have 
given  to  the  other  notice  of  its  Intention  to  terminate  the  same,  each  of  the 
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«ontractiiig  parties  reservlDg  to  itself  the  right  of  giving  such  notice  to  the 
other,  after  the  expiration  of  the  said  term  of  two  years.  And  it  iJB  hereby 
mutually  agreed  that  in  case  of  snch  notice  this  convention  and  all  the  pro- 
visions thereof,  as  well  as  the  said  treaty  of  19th  January,  18S9,  and  the 
provisions  thereof,  shall  at  the  end  of  the  said  twelve  months  altogether  cease 
and  determine. 

According  to  Article  VI  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
pven  12  months  in  advance  of  deared  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

NORWAT. 
TEEATT  or  COMMSBCE  AND  NAVIGATION,   CONCLTTDED   JtTLT  4,    182T. 

Art  I,  8  Stat  L.,  347;  2  Malloy,  1749: 

The  citizens  and  subjects  of  each  of  the  two  high  contracting  parties  may, 
with  aU  secnrity  for  their  persons,  vessels,  and  cargoes,  freely  enter  the  ports, 
places,  and  rivers  of  the  territories  of  the  other,  wherever  foreign  commerce  is 
permitted.  They  shall  be  at  liberty  to  sojourn  and  reside  in  all  parts  what- 
soever of  said  territories ;  to  rent  and  occupy  houses  and  warehouses  for  their 
commerce;  and  they  shall  enjoy,  generally,  the  most  entire  security  and  pro- 
tection in  their  mercantile  transactions,  on  condition  of  their  submitting  to 
the  laws  and  ordinances  of  their  reG9)ective  countries. 

Art  n,  8  Stat  L.,  347;  2  Malloy,  1749: 

Swedish  and  Norwegian  vessels,  and  those  of  the  Island  of  St  Bartholomew, 
arriving  either  laden  or  in  ballast,  into  the  ports  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  from  whatever  place  they  may  come,  shall  be  treated,  on  their  en- 
trance, during  their  stay,  and  at  their  departure,  upon  the  same  footing  as 
national  vessels  coming  from  the  same  place,  with  respect  to  the  duties  of 
tonnage,  lighthouses,  pilotage,  and  port  charges,  as  well  as  to  the  perquisites  of 
public  officers,  and  all  other  duties  or  charges  of  whatever  kind  or  denomi- 
nation, levied  In  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  au- 
thorities, or  of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever. 

And  reciprocally,  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  of  America,  arriving  either 
laden  or  in  ballast  in  the  ports  of  the  Kingdoms  of  Sweden  and  Norway,  from 
whatever  place  they  may  come,  shall  be  treated,  on  their  entrance,  during 
their  stay,  and  at  their  departure,  upon  the  same  footing  as  national  vessels 
coming  from  the  same  place,  with  respect  to  the  duties  of  tonnage,  lighthouses, 
pilotage,  and  port  charges,  as  well  as  to  the  perquisites  of  public  officers,  and 
all  other  duties  or  charges,  of  whatever  kind  or  denomination,  levied  in  the 
name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private 
establisliments  whatsoever. 

Art  ni,  8  Stat  L.,  848;  2  Malloy,  1760: 

All  that  may  be  lawfully  imported  into  the  United  States  of  America  in  ves- 
sels of  the  said  States  may  also  be  thereinto  imported  in  Swedish  and  Nor- 
wegian vessels,  and  in  those  of  the  island  of  St  Bartholomew,  fropi  whatever 
place  they  may  come,  without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges,  of 
whatever  kind  or  denomination,  levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private  establishments  whatsoever,  than 
if  imported  in  national  vessels.  . 

And,  reciprocally,  all  that  may  be  lawfully  imported  into  the  Kingdoms  of 
Sweden  and  Norway  in  Swedish  and  Norwegian  vess^s,  or  in  those  of  the  island 
of  St.  Bartholomew,  may  also  be  thereinto  Imported  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  from  whatever  place  they  may  come,  without  paying  other  or 
higher  duties  or  charges,  of  whatever  kind  or  denomination,  levied  in  the  name 
or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private  estab- 
lishments whatsoever,  than  if  imported  In  national  vessels. 

Art  IV,  8  Stat  L.,  348;  2  Malloy,  1750: 

All  that  may  be  lawfully  exported  from  the  United  States- of  America  in  ves- 
sels of  the  said  States  may  also  be  exported  therefrom  in  Swedish  and  Norwe- 
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gian  vessels,  or  in  those  of  the  island  of  St  Bartholomew,  without  paying  other 
or  higher  duties  or  charges,  of  whatever  kind  or  denomination,  levied  in  the 
name  or  to  the  profit  of  the  Government,  the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private 
establishments  whatsoever,  than  if  exported  In  national  vessels. 

And,  reciprocally,  all  that  may  be  lawfully  exported  from  the  Kingdoms  of 
Sweden  and  Norway  in  Swedish  and  Norwegian  vessels,  or  in  those  of  the 
island  of  St.  Bartholomew,  may  also  be  exported  therefrom  in  vessels  of  the 
United  States  of  America  without  paying  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges, 
of  whatever  kind  or  denomination,  levied  in  the  name  or  to  the  profit  of'  the 
Government,  the  local  authorities,  or  of  any  private  establishments  whatso- 
ever, than  if  exi>orted  in  national  vessels. 

Art.  V,  8  Stat.  L.,  349;  2  Malloy,  1750: 

The  stipulations  contain^  in  the  three  preceding  articles  are  to  their  full 
extent  applicable  to  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  of  America,  proceeding, 
either  laden  or  not  laden,  to  the  colony  of  St.  Bartholomew,  in  the  West  Indies, 
whether  from  the  ports  of  the  Kingdoms  of  Sweden  and  Norway  or  from  any 
other  place  whatsoever,  or  proceeding  from  the  said  colony,  either  laden  or  not 
laden,  whether  bound  for  Sweden  or  Norway,  or  for  any  other  place  what- 
soever. 

Art.  VI,  S.Stat.  L.,  348;  2  Malloy,  1750: 

It  is  expressly  understood  that  the  foregoing  second,  third,  and  fourth  ar- 
ticles are  not  applicable  to  the  coastwise  navigation  from  one  port  of  \he 
United  States  of  America  to  another  port  of  the  said  States,  nor  to  the  naviga- 
tion from  one  port  of  the  Kingdoms  of  Sweden  or  of  Norway  to  another,  nor  to 
that  between  the  two  latter  countries;  which  navigation  each  of  the  two  high 
contracting  parties  reserves  to  Itself. 

Art.  VII,  8  Stat.  L.,  348;  2  Malloy,  1751: 

Each  of  the  two  high  contracting  parties  engages  not  to  grant  in  Its  pur- 
chases, or  In  those  which  might  be  made  by  companies  or  agents  acting  In  Its 
name  or  under  Its  authority,  any  preference  to  Importations  made  In  Its  own 
vessels,  or  In  those  of  a  third  Power,  over  those  made  in  the  vessels  of  the 
other  contra  (c) ting  party. 

Art.  Vni,  8  Stat.  L.,  349 ;  2  Malloy,  1751 : 

The  two  high  contracting  parties  engage  not  to  impose  upon  the  navigation 
between  their  respective  territories,  In  the  vessels  of  either,  any  tonnage  or 
other  duties,  of  any  kind  or  denomination,  which  shall  be  higher  or  other  than 
those  which  shall  be  Imposed  on  every  other  navigation  except  that  which  they 
have  reserved  to  themselves,  respectively,  by  the  sixth  article  of  the  present 
treaty. 

Art.  X,  8  Stat.  L.,  350 ;  2  MaUoy,  1751 : 

All  privileges  of  transit  and  all  bounties  and  drawbacks  which  may  be  al- 
lowed within  the  territories  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties  upon  the  im- 
portation or  exportation  of  any  article  whatsoever  shall  likewise  be  allowed  on 
the  articles  of  like  nature  the  products  of  the  soil  or  Industry  of  the  other  con- 
tracting party,  and  on  the  importations  and  exportatlons  made  In  Its  vessela 

Art.  XI,  8  Stat.  L.,  350 ;  2  Malloy,  1751 : 

The  citizens  or  subjects  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties  arriving  with 
their  vessels  on  the  coasts  belonging  to  the  other,  but  not  wishing  to  enter  the 
port,  or,  after  having  entered  therein,  not  wishing  to  unload  any  part  of  their 
cargo,  riiall  be  at  liberty  to  depart  and  continue  their  voyage  without  paying 
any  other  duties^  imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever  for  the  vessel  and  cargo  than 
tiiose  of  pilotage,  wharfage,  and  for  the  support  of  lighthouses  when  such 
duties  shall  be  levied  on  national  vessels  in  similar  cases.  It  Is  understood, 
however,  that  they  shall  always  conform  to  such  regulations  and  ordinances 
concerning  navigation  and  the  places  and  ports  which  they  may  enter  as  are  or 
shall  be  In  force  with  regard  to  national  vessels;  and  that  the  customhouse 
oflflcers  shall  be  permitted  to  visit  them,  to  remain  on  board,  and  to  take  all 
such  precautions  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  all  unlawful  commerce  as 
long  as  the  vessels  shall  remain  within  the  limits  of  their  jurisdiction. 
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Art.  Xn,  8  Stat.  L.,  350 ;  2  MaUoy,  1752 : 

It  is  further  agreed  that  the  vessels  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties, 
haTiog  entered  into  the  ports  of  the  other,  will  be  permitted  to  confine  them- 
selves to  unloading  such  part  only  of  their  cargoes  as  the  captain  or  owner  may 
wish,  and  that  they  may  freely  depart  with  the  remainder  without  paying  any 
duties,  imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever,  except  for  that  part  which  shall  have 
been  landed,  and  which  shall  be  marked  upon  and  erased  from  the  manifest 
exhibiting  the  enumeration  of  the  articles  with  which  the  vessel  was  laden, 
which  manifest  shall  be  presented  entire  at  the  customhouse  of  the  place  where 
the  vessel  shall  have  entered.  Nothing  shall  be  paid  on  that  part  of  the  cargo 
which  the  vessel  shall  carry  away,  and  with  which  it  may  continue  its  voyage 
to  one  or  several  other  ports  of  the  same  country,  there  to  dispose  of  the  re- 
mainder of  its  cargo,  if  composed  of  articles  whose  importation  is  permitted,  on 
paying  the  duties  chargeable  upon  it ;  or  it  may  proceed  to  any  other  country. 
It  is  understood,  however,  that  all  duties,  imposts,  or  charges  whatsoever  which 
are  or  may  become  chargeable  upon  the  vessels  thenoselves  must  be  paid  at  the 
first  port  where  they  shall  break  bulk  or  unlade  part  of  their  cargoes;  but  that, 
no  duties,  imposts,  or  charges  of  the  same  description  shall  be  demanded  anew 
in  the  ports  of  the  same  country  which  such  vessels  might  afterwards  wish  to 
enter,  unless  national  vessels  be  in  similar  cases  subject  to  some  ulterior  duties. 

Art.  XV,  8  Stat.  L.,  354 ;  2  Malloy ,  1753 : 

In  case  any  vessel  of  one  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  been 
stranded  or  shipwrecked,  or  shall  have  suffered  any  other  damage  on  the  coasts 
of  the  dominions  of  the  other,  every  aid  and  assistance  shall  be  given  to  the 
persons  shipwrecked  or  in  danger,  and  passports  shall  be  granted  to  them  to 
return  to  their  country.  The  shipwrecked  vessels  and  merchandise,  or  other 
proceeds,  if  the  same  shall  have  been  sold,  shall  be  restored  to  their  owners  or 
to  those  entitled  thereto,  if  claimed  within  a  year  and  a  day,  upon  paying 
such  costs  of  salvage  as  would  be  paid  by  national  vessels  in  the  same  circum- 
stances; and  the  salvage  companies  shall  not  compel  the  acceptance  of  their 
services,  except  in  the  same  cases  and  after  the  same  delays,  as  shall  be  granted 
to  the  captains  and  crews  of  national  vessels.  Moreover,  the  respective  Gov- 
ernments will  take  care  that  these  companies  do  not  commit  any  vexatious  or 
arbitrary  acts. 

Art,  XVI,  8  Stat.  L.,  355 ;  2  Malloy,  1754: 

It  Is  agreed  that  vessels  arriving  directly  from  the  United  States  of  Americi^ 
at  a  port  within  the  dominions  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Sweden  and  Norway, 
or  from  the  territories  of  his  said  Majesty  in  Europe,  at  a  port  of  the  United 
States,  and  provided  with  a  bill  of  health  granted  by  an  officer  having  competent 
power  to  that  effect,  at  the  ports  whence  such  vessels  shaU  have  sailed,  setting 
forth  that  no  malignant  or  contagious  disease  prevailed  in  that  port,  shall  be 
subjected  to  no  other  quarantine  than  such  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  visit 
of  the  health  officer  of  the  port  where  such  vessels  shall  have  arrived,  after 
which  said  vessels  shall  be  allowed  immediately  to  enter  and  unload  their  car- 
goes ;  provided  always  that  there  shall  be  on  board  no  person  who  during  the 
voyage  shall  have  been  attacked  with  any  malignant  or  contagious  diseases; 
that  such  vessels  shall  not  during  their  passage  have  communicated  with  any 
vessel  liable  itself  to  undergo  a  quarantine ;  and  that  the  country  whence  they 
came  shall  not  at  that  time  be  so  far  infected  or  suspected  that  before  their 
arrival  an  ordinance  had  been  issued,  in  consequence  of  which  all  vessels  coming 
from  that  country  should  be  considered  as  suspected,  and  consequently  subject 
to  qoarantine. 

Art.  XrX,  8  Stat.  L.,  357;  2  Malloy,  1755: 

The  present  treaty  shall  continue  in  force  for  ten  years,  counting  from  the 
day  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications;  and  if  before  the  expiration  of  the 
first  nine  years  neither  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  announced, 
by  an  official  notification  to  the  other,  its  intention  to  arrest  the  operation  of 
said  treaty,  it  shall  remain  binding  for  one  year  beyond  that  time,  and  so  on 
until  the  expiration  of  the  twelve  months  which  will  follow  a  similar  notifica- 
tion, whatever  the  time  at  which  it  may  take  place. 
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According  to  Article  XIX  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
ffiven  12  months  in  advance  or  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

PANAMA. 

CONTEZmON    VOR    THE    CONSTRUCTION    OF    A    SHIP    GANAL»    CONCLUDED    NOVEMBOK 

18,  1908. 

Art.  IX,  2  Malloy,  135^;  33  Stat  L.,  part  2,  p.  2237 : 

The  United  States  agrees  that  the  ports  at  either  entrance  of  the  Canal  and 
the  waters  thereof,  and  the  R^ublic  of  Panama  agrees  that  the  towns  of  Pan- 
ama and  Ck)lon  shall  be  free  for  all  time,  so  that  there  shall  not  be  imposed  or 
collected  customhouse  tolls,  tonnage,  anchorage,  lighthouse,  wharf,  pilot,  or 
quarantine  dues  or  any  other  charges  or  taxes  of  any  kind  upon  any  vessel 
using  or  passing  through  the  Canal  or  belonging  to  or  employed  by  the  United 
States,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  connection  with  the  construction,  maintenance, 
operation,  sanitation,  and  protection  of  the  main  Canal,  or  auxiliary  works, 
or  upon  the  cargo,  officers,  crew,  or  passengers  of  any  such  vessels,  except  such 
tolls  and  charges  as  may  be  imposed  by  the  United  States  for  the  use  of  the 
Canal  and  other  works,  and  except  tolls  and  charges  imposed  by  the  Republic 
of  Panama  upon  merchandise  destined  to  be  introduced  for  the  consumption 
of  the  rest  of  the  Republic  of  Panama,  and  upon  vessels  touching  at  the  ports 
of  Colon  and  Panama  and  which  do  not  cross  the  CanaL 

The  Government  of  the  Republic  of  Panama  shall  have  the  right  to  es- 
tablish in  such  ports  and  in  the  towns  of  Panama  and  Colon  such  houses  and 
guards  as  it  may  deem  necessary  to  collect  duties  on  importations  destined  to 
other  portions  of  Panama  and  to  prevent  contraband  trade.  The  United 
States  shall  have  the  right  to  make  use  of  the  towns  and  harbors  of  Panama 
and  Colon  as  places  of  anchorage,  and  for  making  repairs,  for  loading,  un- 
loading, depositing,  or  transshipping  cargoes  either  in  transit  or  destined  for 
the  seryice  of  the  Canal  and  for  other  works  pertaining  to  the  Canal. 

Art.  XIX,  2  Malloy,  1355 ;  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  p.  2239 : 

The  Government  of  the  Republic  of  Panama  shall  have  the  right  to  trans- 
port over  the  Canal  its  vessels  and  its  troops  and  munitions  of  war  in  such 
yessels  at  all  times  without  paying  charges  of  any  kind.  The  exemption  is 
to  be  extended  to  the  auxiliary  railway  for  the  transportation  of  persons  In 
the  service  of  the  Republic  of  Panama,  or  of  the  police  force  charged  with 
the  preservation  of  public  order  outside  of  said  zone,  as  well  as  to  their 
baggage,  munitions  of  war,  and  supplies. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  articles  are  taken  con- 
tains no  provision  for  abrogation;  hence,  agreement  by  the  parties 
thereto  would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its 
abrogation  as  an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  been  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  ab- 
rogation. 

PARAQUAT. 
TSEATT  OF  FRIENDSHIP,  COMMERCE,  AND  NAVIGATION,  00N0LXn>ED  FEBRUARY  4,   1860. 

Art.  V,  12  Stat.  L.,  1093;  2  Malloy,  1366: 

No  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  on  account  of  tonnage,  light,  or  har- 
bor dues,  pilotage,  salvage  in  case  of  damage  or  sliipwreck,  or  any  other  local 
charges  shall  be  imposed  in  any  of  the  ports  of  the  territories  of  the  Republic 
of  Paraguay  on  vessels  of  the  United  States  of  America  than  those  payable 
in  the  same  ports  by  Paraguayan  vessels,  nor  in  the  ports  of  the  territories 
of  the  United  States  of  America  on  Paraguayan  vessels  than  shall  be  payable 
in  the  same  ports  by  vessels  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
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Art.  VI,  12  Stat.  L.,  1094;  2  Malloy,  1366: 

The  same  duties  shall  be  paid  upon  the  importation  and  exportation  of  any 
article  which  is  or  may  be  legally  importable  or  exportable  into  the  domin- 
ions of  the  United  States  of  America  and  into  those  of  Paraguay,  whether 
such  importation  or  exportation  be  made  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  of 
America  or  in  Paraguayan  vessels. 

Art  Vin,  12  Stat.  L.,  1094;  2  Malloy,  1866: 

Citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America  shall  pay,  in  the  territories  of  the 
Republic  of  Paraguay,  the  same  import  and  export  duties  which  are  estab- 
lished or  may  be  established  hereafter  for  Paraguayan  citizens.  In  the  same 
manner  the  latter  shall  pay,  in  the  United  States  of  America,  the  duties  which 
are  established  or  may  hereafter  be  established  for  ^ritizens  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

Art.  IX,  12  Stat.  L.,  1094;  2  Malloy,  1366: 

All  merchants,  commanders  of  ships,  and  others,  the  citizens  of  each  country, 
reQ)ectively,  shall  have  full  liberty,  in  all  the  territories  of  the  other,  to  manage 
their  own  affairs  themselves  or  to  commit  them  to  the  management  of  whom- 
soever they  please,  as  agent,  broker,  factor,  or  interpreter ;  and  they  shall  not 
be  obliged  to  employ  any  other  persons  than  those  employed  by  natives  nor  to 
pay  to  such  persons  as  they  shall  think  fit  to  employ  any  higher  salary  or 
remuneration  than  such  as  is  paid  in  like  cases  by  natives. 

The  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  the  territories  of  Paraguay, 
and  the  citizens  of  Paraguay  in  the  United  States  of  America,  shall  enjoy  the 
same  full  liberty  which  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  enjoyed  by  natives  of  each 
country,  respectively,  to  buy  from  and  sell  to  whom  they  like  all  articles  of 
lawful  commerce,  and  to  fix  the  prices  thereof  as  they  shall  see  good,  wlthoht 
being  affected  by  any  monopoly,  contract,  or  exclusive  privilege  of  sale  or  pur- 
chase, subject,  however,  to  the  general  ordinary  contributions  or  imposts  estab- 
lished by  law. 

The  citizens  of  either  of  the  two  contracting  parties  in  the  territories  of  the 
other  shall  enjoy  full  and  perfect  protection  for  their  persons  and  property,  and 
shall  have  free  and  open  access  to  courts  of  justice  for  the  prosecution  and 
defence  of  their  just  rights;  they  shall  enjoy,  in  this  respect,  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  as  native  citizens ;  and  they  shall  be  at  liberty  to  employ,  in  all 
causes,  the  advocates,  attorneys,  or  agents,  of  whatever  description,  whom  they 
may  think  proper. 

Art  X,  12  Stat.  L.,  1095;  2  Malloy,  1367: 

In  whatever  relates  to  the  police  of  the  ports,  the  lading  or  unlading  of  ships, 
the  warehousing  and  safety  of  merchandise,  goods  ,and  effects,  the  succession 
to  personal  estates  by  will  or  otherwise,  and  the  disposal  of  personal  property 
of  every  sort  and  denomination  by  sale,  donation,  exchange,  or  testament,  or 
in  any  other  manner  whatsoever,  as  also  with  regard  to  the  administration 
of  justice,  the  citizens  of  each  contracting  party  shall  enjoy,  in  the  territories 
of  the  other,  the  same  privileges,  liberties,  and  rights  as  native  citizens,  and 
shall  not  be  charged,  in  any  of  these  respects,  with  any  other  or  higher  impost 
or  duties  than  those  which  are  or  may  be  paid  by  native  citizens,  subject 
always  to  the  local  laws  and  regulations  of  such  territories. 

Art.  XV,  12  Stat.  L.,  1098;  2  Malloy,  1369: 

The  present  treaty  shall  be  in  force  during  ten  years,  counted  from  the  day 
of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications ;  and,  further,  until  the  end  of  twelve  months 
after  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  America  on  the  one  part,  or  the 
Government  of  Paraguay  on  the  other,  shall  have  given  notice  of  Its  intention 
to  terminate  the  same 

According  to  Article  XV  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
tfiven  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  No  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 
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RUSSIA. 

DECLARATION  CONCERNING  THE  ADMEASUREMENT  OF  VESSELS,  SIGNED  JUNE  «,  1884. 

Declaration. — ^The  English  method  for  the  admeasurement  of  vessels  (the 
Moorsom  system)  being  now  in  force  not  only  in  ^he  United  States  of  America 
but  also  in  the  Empire  of  Russia  and  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Finland,  the  under- 
signed, having  been  duly  authorized  by  their  Oovernments,  hereby  declare. 

Art.  I,  2  Malloy,  1526 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  791 : 

That  American  vessels  admeasured  according  to  the  aforesaid  method,  shall 
be  admitted  into  the  ports  of  Russia  and  Finland,  and  likewise  that  Russian 
and  Finnish  vessels  admeasured  according  to  the  same  system,  shall  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  without  being  subjected,  for  the 
payment  of  navigation  dues,  to  any  new  admeasurement  whatever. 

These  navigation  dues  shall  be  computed  according  to  the  net  tonnage. 

A.  Russian  certificates  of  admeasurement  issued  since  December  20,  1879/ 
January  1,  1880,  and  Finnish  certificates  of  admeasurement  issued  since 
May  31,  1877,  shall  be  recognized  in  the  United  States  of  America  without  any 
formality  as  regards  the  net  tonnage  of  sailing  or  steam  vessels. 

B.  In  like  manner  Ajnerican  certificates  of  admeasurement  shall  be  recog- 
nized in  Russia  and  Finland  without  any  formality  as  regards  the  tonnage  of 
American  sailing  vessels.  American  certificates  of  admeasurement,  issued  since 
July  24/ August  5,  1882,  shall  be  recognized  in  Russia  and  Finland  without  any 
formality  as  regards  the  net  tonnage  of  American  steam  vessels.  As  the 
American  admeasurement  regulations  which  were  in  force  previously  to  that 
date  make  no  deduction  for  the  space  occupied  by  the  machinery  and  its  appur- 
tenances, certificates  of  admeasurement  of  American  vessels  issued  before  the 
act  of  July  24/August  5,  1882,  took  effect,  shall  be  recognized  in  Russian  and 
Finnish  ports  without  such  vessels  being  subjected  to  the  readmeasurement, 
but  on  condition  that  the  navigation  dues  shall  be  computed  according  to  the 
gross  tonnage  stated  in  the  certificate  of  admeasurement.  The  owners  or  cap- 
tains of  such  vessels  shall,  nevertheless,  if  they  desire  it,  have  a  right  to  demand 
a  partial  readmeasurement  according  to  Russian  or  Finnish  rules,  in  order 
thereby  to  secure  a  reduction  of  such  dues. 

C.  Inasmuch  as  the  Russian  and  Finnish  regulations  are  not  entirely  in  con- 
formity with  those  of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  respect  to  the  admeasure- 
ment of  steam  vessels,  commanders  of  Russian  or  Finnish  vessels  in  American 
ports,  and  vice  versa,  shall  have  the  right  to  demand  the  partial  readmeasure- 
ment of  the  space  occupied  by  the  machinery,  boilers,  etc.,  according  to  the 
system  in  force  in  the  port  in  which  they  are.  The  other  figures  of  the  cer- 
tificate of  admeasurement  shall  be  taken  as  the  basis  of  such  readmeasurement. 

D.  This  readmeasurement,  executed  in  accordance  with'paragraphs  B  and  C 
of  this  article,  shall  be  performed  at  a  rate  to  be  established  for  this  purpose  by 
the  local  authorities. 

Art.  II,  2  MaJloy,  1527 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  791  : 

The  above  provisions  shall  likewise  be  applicable  to  vessels  propelled  by  any 
other  mechanical  motor. 

This  declaration  shall  take  effect  on  the  20th  day  of  July/lst  day  of  August, 
1884,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  one  of  the  contracting  parties  shall  have 
made  known  to  the  other  six  months  in  advance  its  intention  to  cause  its  effects 
to  cease. 

According  to  Article  II  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 

Ca  six  months  in  advance  of  desired  terminaticHi.    No  action  has 
taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

SERBIA. 

CONVENTION   OF  GOMlfEBCB   AND   NAVIOATION,   CONCLXTDBD   OOTOBSB   14,    1881. 

Art.  1, 22  Stat.  L.,  963 ;  2  MaUoy,  1613 : 

There  shall  be  reciprocally  full  and  entire  liberty  of  commerce  and  navigation 
between  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  two  high  contracting  powers,  who  shaU 
be  at  Ubert7  to  establish  themselves  freely  in  each  other's  territory. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


PBQPOSBD  ABROGATION  OF  TREATIES.  37 

Citizens  of  the  United  States  in  Serbia  and  Serbian  subjects  in  the  United 
States  shall,  reciprocally  or  conforming  to  the  laws  of  the  country,  be  at  liberty 
freely  to  enter,  travel,  or  reside  in  any  part  of  the  respective  territories  to  carry 
on  their  business,  and  shall  enjoy  in  this  respect  for  their  persons  and  property 
the  same  protection  as  that  enjoyed  by  natives  or  by  the  subjects  of  the  most- 
fbvored  nation.  ' 

They  shall  be  at  liberty  to  exercise  their  Industry  and  trade,  both  by  wholesale 
and  by  retail,  in  the  whole  extent  of  both  territories,  without  belong  subjected 
as  to  their  persons  or  property,  or  with  regard  to  the  exercise  of  their  trade  or 
business,  to  any  taxes,  whether  general  or  local,  or  to  any  imposts  or  conditions 
of  any  kind  other  or  more  onerous  than  those  which  are  or  may  be  imposed  upon 
natives  or  upon  the  subjects  of  the  most-favored  nation. 

In  like  manner  in  all  that  relates  to  local  taxes,  customs,  formalities,  broker- 
age, patterns,  or  samples  introduced  by  commercial  travelers,  and  all  other 
matters  connected  with  trade,  citizens  of  the  United  States  in  Serbia  and  Serbian 
subjects  in  the  United  States  shall  enjoy  the  treatment  of  the  most-favored 
nation,  and  all  the  rights,  privileges,  exemptions,  and  immunities  of  any  kind 
enjoyed  with  respect  to  commerce  and  industry  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of 
the  high  contracting  parties,  or  which  are  or  may  be  hereafter  concedeil  to  the 
subjects  of  any  third  power,  shall  be  extended  to  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the 
other. 

Art.  XIV,  22  Stat.  L.,  966 ;  2  Malloy,  1617 : 

The  present  treaty  shall  remain  in  force  for  ten  years  from  the  day  of  the 
exchange  of  ratifications,  and  if  twelve  months  before  the  expiration  of  that 
period,  neither  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  have  announced  to  the  other 
it«  intention  to  terminate  the  said  treaty,  it  shall  remain  obligatory  until  the 
expiration  of  one  year  from  the  day  when  either  of  the  high  contracting  parties 
shall  have  denounced  it. 

According  to  Article  XIV  quoted,  notice  of  abrogation  should  be 
given  12  months  in  advance  of  desired  termination.  Nq  action  has 
been  taken  looking  to  abrogation. 

SPAIN. 
TREATY   OP  FBIENDSHIP  AND  GENERAL  RELATIONS,   CONCLUDED   JULY   3,   1902. 

Art.  n,  33-  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  2106 ;  2  Malloy,  1701 : 

There  shall  be  a  full,  entire,  and  reciprocal  liberty  of  commerce  and  naviga- 
tion between  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  two  High  CJontracting  Parties, 
who  shall  have  reciprocally  the  right,  on  conforming  to  the  laws  of  the  country, 
to  enter,  travel,  and  reside  in  all  parts  of  their  respective  territories,  saving 
always  the  right  of  expulsion  which  each  Government  reserves  to  itself,  and  they 
shall  enjoy  in  this  respect,  for  the  protection  of  their  persons  and  their  property, 
the  same  treatment  and  the  same  rights  as  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most 
favored  Nation. 

They  can  freely  exercise  their  industry  or  their  business  as  welU wholesale  as 
retail,  without  being  subjected  as  to  their  persons  or  their  property  to  any  taxes, 
general  or  local,  imposts  or  conditions  whatsoever,  other  or  more  onerous  than 
those  which  are  imposed  or  may  be  imposed  upon  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the 
country  or  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  most  favored  Nation. 

It  is,  however,  understood  that  these  provisions  are  not  intended  to  annul 
or  prevent  or  constitute  any  exception  from  the  laws,  ordinances,  and  special 
regulations  respecting  taxation,  commerce,  health,  police,  and  public  security,  in 
force  or  hereafter  made  in  the  respective  countries  and  applying  to  foreigners  in 
general. 

Art.  VII,  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  2109 ;  2  Malloy,  1703  : 

No  higher  or  other  duties  of  tonnage,  pilotage,  loading,  unloading,  lighthouse, 
quarantine,  or  other  similar  or  corresponding  duties  whatsoever,  levied  in  the 
name  or  for  the  profit  of  the  Government,  public  functionaries,  private  indi- 
viduals, corporations,  or  establishments  of  any  kind  shall  be  imposed  in  the 
ports  of  the  territories  of  either  country  than  those  imposed  in  the  like  cases 
on  national  vessels  in  general  or  vessels  of  the  most  favored  Nation.    Such 
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equality  of  treatment  shall  apply  reciprocally  to  the  respective  vessels  from  what- 
ever port  or  place  they  may  arrive  and  whatever  may  be  their  place  <^  destina- 
tion, except  as  hereinafter  provided  In  Article  IX  of  this  CJonvention. 

Art.  Vni,  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 2109 ;  2  Malloy,  1703 : 

All  the  articles  which  are  or  may  be  legally  imported  from  foreign  countries 
into  ports  of  the  United  States,  in  United  States  vessels,  may  likewise  be 
imported  into  those  ports  in  Spanish  vessels,  without  being  liable  to  any  other 
or  higher  duties  or  charges  whatsoever  than  if  such  articles  were  Imported  In 
United  States  vessels;  and,  reciprocally,  all  articles  which  are  or  may  be 
legally  imported  from  foreign  countries  Into  the  ports  of  Spain  in  Spanish  ves- 
sels may  likewise  be  imported  into  these  ports  In  United  States  vessels  without 
being  liable  to  any  other  or  higher  duties  or  charges  whatsoever  than  if  such 
we^e  imported  from  foreign  countries  In  Spanish  vessels. 

In  the  same  manner  there  shall  be  perfect  equality  of  treatment  In  regard  to 
exportation  to  foreign  countries,  so  that  the  same  export  duties  shall  be  paid  and 
the  same  bounties  and  drawbacks  allowed  in  the  territories  of  either  of  the  High 
Contracting  Parties  on  the  exportation  to  foreign  countries  of  any  article  which 
is  or  may  be  legally  exported  from  the  said  territories,  whether  such  exportation 
shall  take  place  In  United  States  or  In  Spanish  vessels,  and  whatever  may  be 
the  place  of  destination,  whether  a  port  of  either  of  the  Contracting  Parties  or 
of  any  third  Power. 

It  is,  however,  understood  that  neither  this  article  nor  any  other  of  the  articles 
of  the  present  Convention  shall  In  any  way  affect  the  special  treaty  stipulatloms 
which  exist  or  may  hereafter  exist  with  regard  to  the  commercial  relations  be- 
tween Spain  and  the  Philippine  Islands. 


Art.  IX,  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2, 2110;  2  Malloy,  1704: 


The  coasting  trade  of  both  the  High  Contracting  Parties  Is  expected  from  the 
provisions  of  the  pres^Qt  Treaty,  and  shall  be  regulated  according  to  the  Laws, 
Ordinances,  and  Regulations  of  the  United  States  and  Spain,  respectively. 

Vessels  of  either  country  shall  be  permitted  to  discharge  part  of  their  cargoes 
at  any  port  open  to  foreign  commerce  In  the  territory  of  either  of  the  High 
Contracting  Parties,  and  to  proceed  with  the  remainder  of  their  cargo  to  any 
other  port  or  ports  of  the  same  territory,  open  to  foreign  commerce,  without 
paying  other  or  higher  tonnage  dues  or  port  charges  in  such  cases  than  would 
be  paid  by  national  vessels  in  like  circumstances,  and  they  shall  be  permitted 
to  load  in  like  manner  at  different  ports  In  the  same  voyage  outward. 

Art.  X,  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  2110 ;  2  Malloy,  1704 : 

In  cases  of  shipwreck,  damages  at  sea,  or  forced  putting  In,  each  party  shall 
afford  to  the  vessels  of  the  other,  whether  belonging  to  the  States  or  to  Indi- 
viduals, the  same  assistance  and  protection  and  the  same  Immunities  which 
would  have  been  granted  to  Its  own  vessels  In  similar  cases. 

Art.  XXX,  33  Stat.  L.,  part  2,  2120;  2  Malloy,  1710: 

The  present  Treaty  of  Friendship  and  General  Relations  shall  remain  In  full 
force  and  vigor  for  the  term  of  ten  years  from  the  day  of  the  exchange  of  ratifi- 
cations. Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  If  neither  Party  notifies  to  the  other 
its  intention  of  reforming  any  of,  or  all,  the  arl teles  of  this  Treaty,  or  of  termi- 
nating it  twelve  months  before  the  expiration  of  the  ten  years  stipulated  above, 
the  said  Treaty  shall  continue  binding  on  both  Parties  beyond  the  said  ten 
years,  until  twelve  months  from  the  time  that  one  of  the  Parties  notifies  its 
Intention  of  proceeding  to  its  reform  or  of  terminating  it 

As  previously  stated  in  this  memorandum,  this  Government  de- 
nounced the  treaty  of  July  3,  1902,  between  the  United  States  and 
Spain  in  its  entirety,  but  the  department  is  giving  favorable  considera- 
tion to  the  request  of  the  Spanish  Government  for  the  withdrawal  of 
this  notice,  except  as  to  Articles  XXIII  and  XXIV  of  the  treaty. 
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TRIPOLI. 
TBEAT7  OF  PEACE  AND  AMTTT,  C0NCLX7DED  JUmB  4,  1806. 

Art.  VIII,  2  ifaUoy,  1790;  8  Stat  L.,  216 : 

Vessels  of  either  party,  patting  into  the  ports  of  the  other  and  having  need  of 
provisions  or  other  supplies,  they  shall  be  famished  at.  the  market  price,  and  if 
any  sach  vessel  should  so  pat  In,  from  a  disaster  at  sea,  and  have  occasion  to 
repair,  she  shall  be  at  liberty  to  land  and  reembark  her  cargo  without  paying 
any  duties,  but  in  no  case  shall  she  be  compelled  to  land  her  cargo. 

The  treaty  from  which  the  above-quoted  article  is  taken  contains  no 
provision  for  abrogation;  hence,  agreement  by  the  parties  thereto 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  effectively  to  accomplish  its  abrogation  as 
an  international  agreement. 

No  action  has  b^  taken  by  either  Government  looking  to  abroga- 
tion. 

No  reference  has  been  made  in  this  memorandum  to  treaties  between 
the  United  States  and  countries  with  which  the  United  States  is  at 
war,  as  they  are  at  present  inoperative. 
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VOCATIONAL 
AGRICULTURAL  SCHOOL 


LETTER 

FROM 


MR.  L.  A.  DEAN,  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF 
EDUCATION  OF  FLOYD  COUNTY,  GA.,  TO  SEN- 
ATOR HOKE  SMITH,  OF  GEORGIA,  SUBMITTING 
CERTAIN  SUGGESTIONS  WITH  REFERENCE  TO 
THE  APPLICATION  OF  EDUCATIONAL  TRAINING 
IN  AMERICA  TO  THE  RURAL  SCHOOLS 


PRESENTED  BY  MR.  SMITH,  OF  GEORGIA 
May  23, 1919.— Ordered  to  be  printed 
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LETTER  FROM  MR.  L.  A.  DEAN,  PRESmENT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF 
EDUCATION  OF  FLOYD  COUNTY,  GA.,  REGARDING  VOCATIONAL 
AGRICULTURAL  SCHOOL. 

Rome,  Ga.,  May  S,  1919. 

Dear  Senator:  Complying  with  your  reauest,  I  here  express  in 
more  detail  the  plan  outlined  to  you  on  Wednesday  last  for  a  voca- 
tional agricultural  schobl. 

Such  a  school  should  be  a  consolidated  school  sufficiently  lar^e  to 
authorize  the  employment  of  a  principal  or  superintendent,  who  is 
possessed  of  initiative  and  executive  abiUty,  with  personal  magnetism 
and  leadership.  Also  large  enough  to  secure  from  the  student  body 
two  to  five  hundred  students  above  the  age  of  14  and  within  the 
maximum  school  age  (18  years  is  the  maximum  age  in  the  State  of 
Georgia).  To  obtam  such  a  school,  a  large  district  should  be  laid  oflf 
and  organized,  the  area  depending  very  much  upon  the  thickness  of 
thepopulation. 

Tne  land  owners  in  the  district  should  be  called  upon  to  convey  to 
the  school  a  fee-simple  title  to  at  least  2  or  3  per  cent  of  their  lands, 
to  be  selected  with  a  view  to  adaptability  to  agricultural  purposes, 
without,  of  course,  working  serious  injury  to  the  lands  of  the  owner. 
*  These  lands  to  be  workedby  the  students  of  the  school  over  14  years 
of  age,  under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  school  management, 
its  agricultural  teachers,  and  the  county  demonstration  agent. 

The  products  raised  should  at  all  times  be  marketed  under  school 
authority,  or  by  some  selling  agency  subject  to  such  authority. 

The  parents  and  guardians  of  the  students  should  release  all  con- 
trol over  the  earnings  of  the  children  from  these  lands. 

The  students  should  be  recjuired  as  a  part  of  their  duty  and  prac- 
tice, under  school  supervision,  to  keep  accurate  accounts  of  all 
expenses  incident  to  the  production  of  crops,  as  well  as  the  market- 
ing Mid  handling  of  the  products.  They  should  be  required  to 
deposit  their  money  in  bank,  subject  to  their  checks^  under  the 
advice  and  perhaps  the  approval  of  the  school  authorities,  the  pur- 
pose being  to  teach  accounting  and  accurate  business  methods  and 
to  encourage  economy. 

The  school  groimds  should  be  conveniently  located  for  transporting 
the  children  over  the  best  roads  in  the  district.  There  should  be 
land  enough  for  commodious  buildings  (not  expensive),  including 
recitation  rooms,  laboratory,  auditorium,  teachers'  houses,  gym- 
nasium, play  and  drill  grounds,  and  land  for  experimental  work, 
such  as  raising  plants  for  transplanting,  and  all  other  things  that 
may  be  advantageous  to  grow  and  experiment  with  at  the  school 
for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  students.  These  grounds  should  be 
properly  laid  out  with  walks  and  drives ;  shade  trees  and  shrubbery 
should  be  planted  to  make  an  attractive  and  beautiful  place. 

Teachers'  houses  should  have  connected  therewith  a  tract  of  land 
containing  *1  or  more  acres,  this  to  be  cultivated  by  the  teacher,  the 
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products  to  be  marketed  with  the  products  of  the  students,  the 
proceeds  to  be  supplemental  to  the  teachers'  salary.  Of  course, 
some  teachers  whose  line  of  teaching  is  not  connectea  with  agricul- 
ture in  any  way  might  be  exempt  from  this  requiriement,  the  purpose 
of  which  IS  to  have  an  agricultural  spirit  pervade  the  whole  scnool 
enterprise  as  well  as  being  the  means  of  mcreasing  salaries.  This 
woula  also  have  the  effect  of  keeping  the  teachers  occupied  during 
vacations  and  at  times  when  otherwise  they  would  be  idle.  The 
physician  or  health  officer  of  the  district  might  be  provided  with  a 
nome  on  the  school  grounds. 

A  community  center  would  be  established  at  the  school  grounds, 
where  public  gatherings  could  be  held,  such  as  school  entertainments, 
picture  shows,  lectures,  literary  and  pubHc  service  addresses,  ball 
games  and  other  athletic  sports. 

The  students  would  be  cnarged  a  rental  for  the  school  lands  and 
for  the  service  of  marketing  ana  handUng  products,  of  say,  one-fourth 
of  the  gross  production.  In  Georgia  the  customary  rent  is  one-fourth 
of  the  cotton  and  cotton  seed  and  one-third  of  all  other  crops  grown 
by  tenants.  One-fourth  of  everything  produced  would  be  a  very 
reasonable  rent  for  the  school  land,  together  with  the  service  rendered 
in  marketing  the  products. 

The  land  rental  would  furnish  a  fund  more  than  sufficient  to  pay 
the  transportation  expenses  for  the  entire  school  population  of  the 
district.  To  illustrate:  If  the  school  should  have  under  cultivation 
300  acres  of  land,  1  or  2  acres  for  each  boy  or  girl  over  14  (which  is 
by  no  means  unreasonable,  considering  the  present  price  of  cotton^ 
and  other  farm  products,  and  considering  that  under  a.  year  or  two' 
of  scientific  treatment  the  land  can  easily  be  made  to  produce  a  bale 
or  more  of  cotton  and  a  hundred  bushels  or  more  of  com  per  acre), 
the  gross  product  of  the  300  acres  would  equal  $60,000,  one-fourth  of 
wMcn  would  be  $15,000.  This  would  certainly  more  than  meet  the 
expenses  of  transporting  the  children.  The  balance  would  supple- 
ment taxation  for  maintenance  of  the  school. 

The  school  terms  would  be  held  during  the  summer  and  winter 
months,  having  eight  months  total  annual  time,  with  two  vacation 
periods  of  two  months  each,  one  during  the  crop  planting  and  cul- 
tivating period,  the  other  in  crop-gathering  time,  thus  enabhng  the 
children  to  assist  their  parents  in  the  farm  work  of  planting,  culti- 
vating, and  gathering.  At  the  same  time  they  would  be  enabled  to 
work  their  own  crops  along  with  their  parents,  each  working  to  the 
assistance  of  the  other. 

In  addition  to  cultivating  the  lands  the  students  might  be  encour- 
aged to  engage  in  projects  of  animal  industry  of  various  kinds,  the 
most  feasible  of  wnich  would  seem  to  be  dairying.  Each  student 
might  procure  one  dairy  cow,  to  be  cared  for  and  milked  by  the  stu- 
dent and  the' product  brought  to  market  by  the  school  transporta- 
tion system,  from  which  an  immediate  profit  would  be  derived. 
The  student  should  be  required  to  care  for  this  cow  and  her  product 
in  the  most  scientific  way.  The  calves  should  be  taken  into  account 
as  an  element  of  profit;  the  manure  should  be  carefully  kept  and 
utilized  on  the  school  lands.  The  United  States  Government  esti- 
mates that  one  cow  will  produce  annually  7  tons  of  barnyard  manure. 
It  would  be  an  easy  matter  to  arrange  for  the  students  to  buy  cows. 
Any  banking  house  in  the  vicinity  would  be  only  too  glad  to  advance 
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the  money  to  buy  cows  under  an  agreement  of  all  students  buying 
cows  that  in  the  event  one  cow  shomd  die  the  other  students  would 

Eay  an  assessment  sufficient  to  purchase  another  cow.     TtiB  would 
e  good  insurance  against  loss  to  the  banker  who  furnished  the 
money. 

Home  economics  in  all  phases  would  be  taught,  such  as  cooking, 
sewing,  home  decoration,  dairying,  poultry  raising,  bee  culture,  and 
other  things — ^in  fact,  everything  that  may  be  deemed  useful  in  rural 
life. 

The  student  who  spends  four  years  successfully  under  this  system 
of  education  and  project  work  should  have  a  oank  accoimt  with 
which  to  make  a  start  for  a  higher  education  or  for  buying  a  farm. 
Such  a  student  with  such  a  bank  account  would  make  a  safe  borrower 
for  long-time  farm-loan  funds.  He  would  be  competent  to  make  his 
way  in  the  world  and  become  a  useful  and  productive  citizen. 

The  district  in  which  a  school  of  this  kind  is  conducted  would 
derive  wonderful  benefits  in  many  ways.  In  the  first  place,  each  land 
owner  would  have  a  farm-demonstration  plant  adjacent  to  his  own 
premises.  He  and  his  tenants  would  very  quickly  adopt  the  same 
system  of  culture  that  the  school  uses  and  would  soon  fall  into  the 
same  system  of  disposing  of  crons.  They  would  soon  take  up  the 
dairy  business  ajid  join  the  students  in  producing  dairy  proaucts. 
In  a  short  while  it  would  become  necessary  to  estabush  in  the  district 
or  in  cooperation  with  other  school  districts  a  creamery,  a  canning 
factory^  a  packing  house,  a  community  potato  storage  houseTand 
other  like  facilities.  If  perishable  fruits  and  vegetables  should  be 
grown  for  market,  it  would  become  necessary  for  tnese  to  be  shipped 
by  refrigerator  cars,  which  could  be  loaded  with  the  combined  prod- 
ucts of  the  students  and  farmers  throughout  the  district.  Lands  of 
the  district  would  become  more  profitable  and  more  valuable;  the 
landowners  who  give  the  school  lands  and  the  taxpayers  who  pay  of 
the  local  school  tax  would  be  greatly  relieved  from  the  burden  of 
taxation.  After  the  school  has  been  well  established,  the  school 
lands  improved  in  fertility,  and  the  marketing  system  perfected,  local 
school  tax  may  be  dispensed  with  altogether. 

These  school  lands  would  be  a  permanent  endowment  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  school  through  all  time,  thereby  relieving  property 
owners  from  a  greater  part  if  not  the  entire  expense  of  educating 
the  children  of  the  district.  Landowners  can  well  aflford  to  give 
the  farming  lands  proposed. 

No  such  school  nas  ever  been  established.  The  first  would  neces- 
sarily be  an  experiment;  all  experiments  are  more  or  le^s  expensive, 
being  attended  with  mistakes  and  necessary  changes  that  are  expen- 
sive. It  is  not  thought  wise  to  have  any  one  community  imdertake 
at  its  own  expense  tx)  establish  the  first  school.  The  money,  or  a 
large  part  of  the  money,,  for  the  first  school  rfiould  be  provided  by 
voluntary  contributions  made  by  philanthropic  individuals  or  by 
the  General  Government,  preferably  by  the  latter. 

The  agricultural  lands  snould  in  every  casp  be  donated  by  the  land- 
owners of  the  school  district.  When  one  school  has  been  established 
and  maintained  for  a  few  years,  its  success  assured  and  its  results 
demonstrated,  then  other  communities  could  afford  to  issue  bonds 
for  purchasing  the  building  sites,  erecting  buildings,  and  procuring 
transportation  facilities. 
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The  plan  when  once  proven  would  doubtless  be  adopted  throughout 
the  State  and  the  country  at  large.  There  can  be  no  estimating  the 
advantage  that  would  flow  to  present  and  future  generations  from  the 
estabhsmnent  of  such  a  system  of  financing  vocational  agricultural 
education.  The  Federal  Uovernment  can  well  aflFord  to  miance  the 
first  plant  of  this  kind  with  the  assiu*ance  that  its  effect  would  be 
nation-wide  and  perpetual  in  its  good  results. 

This  plan  has  oeen  discussed  with  a  great  many  landowners  and 
persons  interested  in  education.  In  no  instance  has  it  been  contended 
that  it  is  not  feasible  or  practical.  Some  have  expressed  a  shadow 
of  a  doubt,  but  all  have  said  they  would  Uke  to  see  it  tried.  Land- 
owners have  invariably  said  they  would  donate  the  proposed  percent- 
age of  their  lands. 
•  Respectfully, 

L.  A.  Dban, 
President  Board  of  Education,  Floyd  County,  Oa. 

Senator  Hoke  SifOTH, 

AUanta,  Oa. 
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THE  RAILROAD  PROBLEM. 


Mr.  President,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  gentlemen  of  the  General  As- 
sembly : 

Some  weeks  ago  the  Thirty-eighth  General  Assembly  adopted  a 
concurrent  resolution  expressing  its  views  upon  certain  phases  of 
what  is  generally  known  as  the  "  Railroad  Problem."  The  resolution 
further  provided  that  a  copy  should  be  sent  to  the  Senators  from 
Iowa  and  to  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  It  seemed 
to  me  appropriate  that  I  should  make  some  kind  of  response  to  the 
action  of  the  general  assembly,  and,  inasmuch  as  the  subject  is  so 
comprehensive,  intricate,  and  diflScult,  I  replied  asking  the  presi- 
dent of  the  senate  and  the  speaker  of  the  house  if  it  would  be  agree- 
able to  the  legislative  bodies  over  which  thej^  presided  to  make  my 
response  in  the  form  of  an  address  to  a  joint  session  of  the  two 
houses. 

I  assume  that  it  is  in  pursuance  to  that  request  that  the  kind 
invitation  under  which  I  am  here  has  been  extended  to  me,  and  my 
purpose  is  to  consider  with  you  for  a  brief  time  the  railway  situation, 
m  tne  hope  that  I  may  be-  helpful  in  some  degree  in  bringing  about 
a  full  understanding  of  the  task  which  Congress  is  endeavoring  to 
perform. 

Barring,  possibly,  the  proposed  League  of  Nations,  the  readjust- 
ment of  the  relation  between  the  Government  and  the  railroads  is 
by  far  the  most  important  and  most  diflScult  of  the  many  j)roblems 
of  reconstruction  which  the  war  has  bequeathed  to  the*  United 
States.  There  can  be  no  prosperity,  no  proper  development,  no 
enduring  growth,  unless  our  system  oi  transportation,  both  internal 
and  external,  is  adequate  in  its  facilities  and  reasonable  in  the 
charge  for  the  service  rendered.  The  people  of  the  country  should 
turn  their  minds  to  the  question  in  a  serious,  determined  way.  They 
must  think  of  it  fundamentally,  and  with  intelligence  adopt  a  policy 
which  will  not  only  be  economically  sound  but  which  will  furnish 
suflScient  transportation  to  meet  the  constantly  increasing  demands 
of  business,  and  furnish  *it  at  the  lowest  possible  cost  consistent  with 
fairness  to  the  capital  invested  and  to  the  men  whose  brain  and 
brawn  conduct  and  operate  railway  properties.  We  ought  to  bear 
constantly  in  mind  these  two  requisites  as  the  basis  of  all  our  efforts 
toward  regulation  and  control.  I  repeat  them:  First,  adequacy  of 
facilities;  second,  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation. 

Dismissing  for  the  moment  the  former,  my  greatest  desire  is  to 
impress  upon  you  and  the  country  the  fact,  never  to  be  forgotten 
for  a  single  moment  as  we  pass  through  this  discussion,  that  the 
cost  of  transportation  is  composed  of  just  two  items — first,  the 
charge  for  capital;  and,  second,  the  charge  for  maintenance  and 
operation. 
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If  we  are  to  serve  successfully  the  general  welfare,  our  labors  must 
be  directed  toward  reducing,  if  we  can,  the  charge  for  capital  and 
toward  securing  the  utmost  efficiency  and  economy  in  mamtaining 
and  operating  me  railway  properties  compatible  with  fair  compen- 
sation to  those  whose  minds  and  hands  are  engaged  in  rendering 
the  service  we  require. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  my  attitude, 
I  desire  to  say  in  the  beginning  that  I  look  upon  transportation  by 
railway  as  a  governmental  function.  I  believe  it  is  just  as  much 
the  dirty  of  the  Government  to  provide  the  people  with  adequate 
transportation  at  the  lowest  cost  as  it  is  to  provide  them  with  ade- 
quate highways,  adequate  water  supply,  adequate  courts  of  justice, 
or  adequate  police  protection.  Whether  the  Government  can  best 
perfcwm  this  function  through  the  Government  ownership  and  opera- 
tion of  railroads  or  through  the  instrumentalities  of  private  cor- 
porations under  public  control  is  entirely  a  matter  of  sound  judgment 
and  wise  discretion.  Whatever  course  is  pursued,  the  test  must  be 
the  same.  It  is  our  manifest  duty  to  adopt  the  plan  which  will  *give 
to  the  people  of  the  country  the  transportation  which  tiliey  require 
at  the  lowest  cost. 

It  is  clearly  recognized  by  every  country  in  the  world  that  Govern- 
ment ownership  and  operation  of  railroads  is  a  proper  governmental 
activity,  and  if  a  particular  Government  selects  some  other  agency 
through  which  to  accomplish  its  purposes  it  is  solely  because  the  com- 
merce of  the  country  can  be  better  served  through  such  agency.  I 
interpolate  this  thought  simply  because  there  are  some  men  who 
seem  to  believe  that  in  Government  ownership  and  operation  there 
is  a  dangerous  approach  toward  socialism  as  it  is  generally  under- 
stood. Nothing  could  be  more  erroneous  than  this  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. L  do  not  mtend  to  enlarge  upon  this  phase  of  the  matter,  and 
mention  it  only  to  quiet  the  fears  which  seem  to  disturb  the  com- 
posure of  a  great  many  good  citizens. 

I  emphasize  again  tne  proposition  already  announced :  The  object 
which  Congress  must  constantly  bear  in  mind  is  the  necessity  for 
transportation  and  the  right  of  the  people  to  have  it  upon  reasonable 
terms.  If  they  can  secure  better  transportation  and  at  lower  rates 
through  Government  ownership  and  operation,  that  is  the  system 
which  should  be  adopted.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  object  can  be 
attained  in  a  higher  degree  by  employing  private  instrumentalities 
under  public  di^ction  and  control,  it  is  obvious  that  we  ought  to 
pursue  the  latter  course. 

Witii  these  preliminary  observations  I  beg  to  turn  your  thought, 
first,  to  the  magnitude  of  the  subject  with  which  we  must  deal;  and, 
second,  to  some  nistorical  facts  which  may  be  of  value  in  determining 
what  we  ought  to  do. 

The  railways  of  the  United  States  constitute  about  one-twelfth  of 
all  the  property  of  the  country.  We  have  260,000  miles  of  single- 
track  railway — more  than  one-third,  nearly  one-half,  of  all  the  rail- 
ways of  the  world.  These  railways  of  ours  carry  a  yearly  traffic  so 
much  greater  than  that  of  any  other  country  that  there  is  really  no 
basis  for  couiparison.  Indeed,  the  traffic  of  any  two  nations  may  be 
combined  aira  still  it  does  not  approach  the  commerce  of  America 
borne  upon  American  railways. 
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The  average  capitalization  of  our  railways  is  $67,000  per  mile,  and 
while  that  may  be  greater  than  the  cost  of  the  properties — and  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  it  is — ^yet  it  is  still  true  that  it  is  considerably 
less  than  one-half  the  average  capitalization  of  railways  throughout 
the  remainder  of  the  world. 

When  we  approach  the  radical  readjustment  of  the  system  of  con- 
trol and  regulation  of  such  a  property,  appreciating  its  intimate  rela- 
tion with  every  other  business  activity,  it  is  not  difficult  to  understand 
the  deep  sense  of  responsibility  which  those  who  are  engaged  with 
the  readjustment  must  feel,  and  the  consciousness  that  the  work  must 
be  done  after  the  most  complete  inquiry,  the  most  careful  reflection, 
and  the  most  intelligent  comprehension  of  the  subject  in  all  its  vast 
ramifications. 

It  is  easy  to  demonstrate  that  these  railways  were  not  all  built 
where  they  should  have  been  built  and  that  the  construction  of  hun- 
dreds of  them  was  attended  not  only  with  profound  ignorance  of 
the  most  fundamental  principles  of  railroad  building,  but  with  a 
greed  and  graft  which  shocks  the  modern  investigator;  but  which, 
happily,  can  not  be  repeated  in  the  future.  Nevertheless  the  rail- 
roads were  built,  communities  have  been  developed  which  rely  upon 
them,  and  it  is  idle  to  think  even  of  dismantling  any  considerable 
number  of  them  or  of  changing  the  channels  of  commerce  which 
have  now  been  established. 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to  inquire  into  the  iniquities  of  either  the  origi- 
nal ccmstruction  of  the  railroads  or  into  the  dishonesty  which  accom- 
panied the  capitalization  of  the  railway  corporations.  Much  of  the 
wrongdoing  can  never  be-  punished,  and  much  of  the  injustice  can 
never  be  repaired.  Nearly  a  generation  has  passed  since  most  of  these 
things  were  done,  and  the  railways  are  in  the  hands  of  a  new  and 
better  body  of  men,  who,  in  my  opinion,  have  in  the  main  for  a  decade 
or  more  been  faithfully  endeavoring  to  comply  with  the  law  in  the 
management  and  operation  of  their  railroads;  and  it  is  unfair  to 
inflict  upon  them  all  the  penalties  which  their  predecessors  justly 
incurred. 

In  my  service  as  a  member  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
of  the  Senate  I  have  been  in  close  contact  with  most  of  the  railway 
presidents  and  managers  of  the  country,  and  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  say  tihat,  while  I  can  not  accept  in  all  respects  their  opmions  with 
regard  to  the  readjustment  which  everybody  admits  is  imperative, 
I  believe  them  to  be  thoroughly  honest  in  their  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject; and  that  they  have  a  sincere  desire  to  help,  rather  than  to  hin- 
der. Congress  in  finding  the  best  solution  of  the  intricate  and  im- 
portant problem.  It  is  natural  that  they  should  be  biased,  but  it  is  a 
pleasure  to  know  that  all  of  them  recognize  that  they  are  engaged 
in  a  public  service  and  that  the  public  interest  is,  and  must  always  be, 
the  paramount  consideration. 

Passing  over  the  earlier  history  of  the  railroads  without  further 
remark,  I  bring  your  attention  to  the  three  years  immediately  preced- 
ing the  war.  The  years  1915, 1916,  and  1917  were  the  most  profitable 
years  ever  experienced  in  the  operation  of  railways.  During  these 
years  the  funded  debt,  and  I  use  round  numbers,  amounted  to 
$11,000,000,000,  and  the  capital  stock,  eliminating  all  duplication,  to 
$6^00,000,000.   The  property  investment  account,  which  was  intended 
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to  show  the  actual  cost  of  the  railway  property,  but  which,  in  fact,  Is 
inaccurate,  as  frequently  declared  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, aggregatisd  something  more  than  $18,000,000,000.  This  does 
not  include  all  the  assets  of  the  corporation.  The  average  net  railway 
operating  income  for  the  three  years  was  $930,000,000. 

The  average  return  upon  the  5o-called  property  investment  for  the 
eastern  district  was  5.21  per  cent,  for  the  southern  district  5.36  per 
cent,  and  for  the  western  district  5.15  per  cent.  After  paying  all 
fixed  charges,  including  interest  upon  the  funded  debt  and  taxes,  the 
railwavs  earned  upon  their  capital  stock  all  the  way  from  nothing  to 
more  than  100  per  cent. 

Limiting  my  inquiry  now  to  what  are  known  as  class  1  roads,  be- 
ing the  railways  which  have  a  gross  income  of  more  than  $1,000,000 
annually,  and  still  using  the  average  of  the  prewar  period  and  the 
property  investment  account  for  comparisons,  a  startling  situation  is 
disclosed. 

In  the  eastern  district  there  are  67  railways.  Three  of  them  show 
a  net  operating  income  of  more  than  10  per  cent  upon  the  investment 
account.  Two  of  them  show  more  than  9  and  less  than  10.  Three  of 
them  show  more  than  8  and  less  than  9.  Four  of  them  show  more  than  7 
and  less  than  8.  Five  of  them  show  more  than  6  and  less  than  7. 
Twelve  of  them  show  more  than  5  and  less  than  6.  Fourteen  of  them 
show  more  than  4  and  less  than  5.  Nine  of  them  show  more  than 
8  and  less  than  4.  Seven  of  them  show  more  than  2  and  less  than  3. 
Five  of  them  show  more  than  1  and  less  than  2.  Two  of  them  show 
less  than  1,  and  one  of  them  was  operated  at  a  loss. 

In  the  southern  district  there  are  32  railroads.  I  need  not  par- 
ticularize so  closely  with  respect  to  them,  and  it  is  sufficient  to  say 
that  upon  the  property  account  4  of  them  earned  more  than  7  per 
cent,  14  of  them  earned  less  than  5  per  cent,  and  7  of  them  earned  le^ 
than  3  per  cent. 

In  the  western  district  there  are  63  railroads.  Thirteen  of  them  had 
a  net  operating  income  of  more  than  6  per  cent,  25  of  them  had  a  net 
operatmg  income  of  less  than  3  per  cent,  and  20  of  them  a  net  operat- 
ing income  of  less  than  2  per  cent. 

I  am  stating  these  facts  for  one  purpose,  and  one  purpose  only.  It 
is  to  fasten  upon  your  minds  the  disparity  in  the  earning  capacity  of 
the  various  railroads  of  the  country.  In  my  judgment,  the  railroads 
earned  in  the  years  to  which  I  have  referred,  as  a  whole,  more  than 
they  ought  to  have  earned ;  but  the  varying  conditions  of  the  several 
properties  present  an  insoluble  problem  under  our  former  system  of 
regulation  and  control. 

It  is,  of  course,  well  known  that  a  very  lai^e  proportion  of  the 
railroad  revenues  are  earned  under  competitive  rates,  and  no  matter 
what  the  necessities  of  a  particular  railroad  may  be  it  must  do  busi- 
ness upon  the  rates  that  prevail  among  its  competitors.  I  give  you  a 
concrete  illustration  in  order  to  make  this  point  perfectly  clear. 

You  are  all  familiar  with  the  Chicago  &  North  Western  and  the 
Chicago  Great  Western  Railroads.  They  are  wholly  competitive. 
The  average  net  operating  income  of  the  Chicago  &  North  Western 
for  the  period  nam^  was  6.13  per  cent  upon  its  property  investment 
account,  while  the  average  net  operating  income  of  the  Chicago  Great 
Western  for  the  same  period  was  1.77  per  cent.    The  Chicago  Great 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  RAILROAD  PROBLEM.  7 

Western  can  not  survive  upon  rates  which  will  enable  the  Chicago  & 
North  Western  to  pay  its  interest  and  8  or  10  per  cent  upon  its  capital 
stock,  and  add  every  year  to  its  surplus. 

What  is  true  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  is  true  in  greater  or 
less  degree  of  the  railroads  which  carry  about  26  per  cent  of  the 
traffic  of  the  country.  To  increase  rates  so  that  the  weak  roads  will 
become  self-sustaining  and  able  to  finance  themselves  would  ^ve  to 
the  roads  which  do  75  per  cent  of  the  business  a  revenue  which  the 
commonest  sense  of  justice  forbids. 

It  was  this  situation  which  finally  convinced  every  thoughtful  man, 
even  before  the  war  turned  the  railroads  over  to  the  Government, 
that  there  must  be  a  radical  change  in  the  system  gradually  developed 
from  1887  to  1917.  I  beg  that  you  will  remember  these  conditions, 
for  upon  them  is  founded  one  principle  which  any  readjustment 
must  observe. 

Two  additional  facts  and  I  shall  have  finished  the  historical  review. 
The  funded  debt  of  all  the  railroads  was,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
war,  $11,000,000,000,  bearing  an  interest  charge  of  $475,000,000,  leav- 
ing substantiaUy  $550,000,000  for  either  dividends,  investment  in 
property,  or  surplus.  In  1917  the  revenue  from  operation  was  sub- 
stantially $4,000,000,000  and  the  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation 
was  substantially  $3,000,000,000. 

In  order  to  complete  the  basis  for  the  comparisons  I  shall  institute 
I  pass  to  a  very  brief  statement,  with  respect  to  the  year  of  Govern- 
ment operation.  The  President  took  possession  of  the  railroads  on 
the  29th  day  of  December,  1917.  In  March,  1918,  Congress  passed 
an  act  which  authorized  the  Government  to  pay  for  the  use  of  the 
property  a  sum  somewhat  in  excess  of  $900,000,000  annually.  The 
volume  of  traffic  in  1918  was  slightly  less  than  in  1917,  but  in  the  first 
half  of  the  year  the  rates,  both  passenger  and  freight,  were  increased 
so  that  the  revenues  amounted  to  a  trifle  more  than  $4,900,000,000. 
That  is  the  ag^egate  sum  which  the  people  of  the  country  paid  in 
the  year  in  freight  and  passenger  charj^es  for  their  railroad  trans- 
portation— something  like  $800,000,000  in  excess  of  the  amount  paid 
in  1917. 

The  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation,  however,  grew  to  sub- 
stantially $4,200,000,000,  to  which  we  must  add  $900,000,000  for  com- 
pensation and  a  further  large  sum  yet  to  be  announced  for  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Central  Railroad  Administration. 

The  outcome  is  that  it  cost  the  Government  more  than  $5,100,000,000 
to  furnish  transportation  for  the  year,  leaving  a  deficit  of  more  than 
$200,000,000  to  be  paid  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

While  the  former  Director  General  expressed  before  our  com- . 
mittee  the  belief,  and  in  this  opinion  he  was  joined  by  the  present 
Director  General,  that  the  year  1919  would  exhibit  more  satisfactory 
results,  it  is  my  judgment  that  the  deficit  of  1919  will  not  be  less,  an& 
may  be  more,  than  the  deficit  of  1918.  ^  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  upon 
an  analysis  of  this  deplorable  showing?  of  Government  operation 
further  than  to  say  that  the  increase  in  revenues  is  substantially 
as  great  as  the  increase  in  wages  and  the  advanced  cost  of  supplies, 
and  the  shortage  must  be  largely  accounted  for  by  the  inefficiency 
incident  of  Government  operation  and  the  tremendous  increase  in  the 
number  of  railroad  employees — an  increase  which  has  always  been 
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observed  in  all  countries  as  they  have  passed  from  private  to  public 
operation. 

Moreover,  the  Government  during  the  year  either  paid  or  became 
responsible  for  extensions,  additions,  and  betterments  chargeable  to 
capital  account,  and  which  the  railroads  must  repay  if  they  are  able, 
about  $800,000,000.  It  is  this  condition  which  makes  it  mipossible 
for  the  Government  to  return  the  railroads  to  their  owners  until 
there  is  far-reaching  legislation  which  will  protect  both  the  public 
and  the  railroads  from  the  disasters  which  would  inevitably  follow 
an  immediate  return.  Without  the  necessary  credit  to  finance  them- 
selves, and  in  view  of  the  enormous  demands  which  the  war  has 
made^  and  is  making  upon  the  resources  of  the  people,  it  is  clear  to 
thinking  men  that  a  return  of  the  railroads  to  the  corporations  which 
formerly  operated  them  without  suitable  legislation  would  lead  50 
per  cent  of  the  railway  mileage  of  the  United  States  iuto  the  hands 
of  receivers  within  six  months. 

It  is  the  first  and  highest  duty  of  Coi^ess  to  deal  with  this  sit- 
uation in  a  fundamental  way,  and  to  estabSsh  a  permanent  policy  for 
the  future  maintenance,  relation,  and  control  of  our  transportation 
svstems.  No  halfway  or  tmiid  measures  will  suffice.  We  must  meet 
the  question  squarely  and  boldly.    It  is  no  time  for  shrinking,  com- 

Sromising  spirits.  I  am  sure  that  I  speak  for  every  member  of  the 
,enate  wnen  I  invite  the  best  thought  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
Iowa  to  aid  in  the  solution  of  this  exceedingly  serious  and  over- 
whelming important  problem  inmiediately  confronting  us. 

You  will  understand,  of  course,  that  the  facts  which  I  have  re- 
cited merely  outline  the  information  with  which  the  history  of  rail- 
roads, their  development  and  operation,  is  crowded,  and  I  assume 
that  you  will  supplement  what  I  have  said  with  your  own  compre- 
hensive knowledge  of  the  subject.  These  facts  are  sufficient,  how- 
ever, in  my  judgment,  to  point  the  way  to  the  reorganization  of  our 
transportation  system,  and  to  sustain  the  principles  which  must 
be  embodied  in  any  successful  readjustment  of  the  relation  between 
the  Government  and  the  railroads. 

Some  time  prior  to  the  1st  of  January,  of  the  present  year,  and  in 
anticipation  of  the  hearings  which  have  been  in  progress  before  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Committee  of  the  Senate  for  two  months  or 
more,  I  announced  to  the  public  a  series  of  principles  which,  as  it 
seemed  to  me,  should  be  accepted  in  the  enactment  of  any  funda- 
mental legislation.    They  are: 

First.  The  return  upon  the  capital  invested  in  railways  should  be 
made  certain  through  a  Government  undertaking. 

Second.  The  railways  diould  be  consolidated  into  comparatively 
few  systems  and,  by  few,  I  mean  not  more  than  18. 

Third.  The  railways  should  be  operated  by  private  corporations 
organized  under  an  aet  of  Congress. 

Many  complete  plans  of  reorganization  have  been  laid  before  the 
Senate  committee,  Drought  forward  by  the  most  intelligent,  thought- 
ful men  of  the  country,  some  of  whom  are  railway  executives,  some 
of  whom  represent  security  holders,  some  of  whom  are  bankers,  some 
of  whom  represent  commercial  and  civic  institutions,  and  some  of 
whom  are  observers  and  students  of  economic  life  in  all  its  varied 
phases. 

It  was  intensely  gratifying  to  me  to  discover  as  the  hearing  pro- 
ceeded that  all  these  plans,  save  one,  adopted  the  substance  of  the 
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principles  which  I  had  made  public,  although  there  are  wide  differ- 
ences m  the  form  of  their  application  to  the  actual  affairs  of  trans- 
portation. 

Will  you  indulge  me  while  I  submit,  with  such  brevity  as  I  can 
command,  the  reasons  which  justify  the  principles  to  which  I  have 
called  your  attention? 

The  return  upon  the  capital  invested  should  be  made  certain  by  a 
Grovemment  undertaking  because — 

First,  it  is  highly  desirable  to  remove  for  all  time  the  demoralizing, 
corrupting  struggle  between  the  owners  and  representatives  of  rail- 
way property  and  the  public,  especially  that  part  of  the  public  di- 
rectly interested  in  freight  and  passenger  charges.  For  more  than 
40  years  this  conflict  has  been  going  on  in  conveations,  elections, 
legislatures.  Congresses,  and  the  courts.  Sometimes  the  railways 
have  won,  sometimes  the  people  have  won,  but  the  fight  has  been  so 
intense  that  oftener  than  otherwise  the  justice  of  the  matter  has  been 
ignored  by  both  sides,  and  it  is  high  time  to  bring  the  contest  to 
an  end. 

Second,  the  honest  investment  in  railway  properties  is  entitled  to 

Erotection,  and  the  public  is  entitled  to  fair  treatment.  It  is  impossi- 
le  to  conceive  of  any  revision  of  the  law  that  will  accomplish  these 
two  things  without  the  elimination  of  the  controversy  relating  to 
the  return  upon  capital.  The  certainty  of  the  return  is  also  de- 
manded because  furnishing  transportation  is  a  public  business,  and 
abstractly  considered  there  should  be  no  specrdative  profit  in  the 
business. 

FinaUy,  and  chiefly,  the  return  should  be  made  certain  in  order 
to  reduce  the  charge  for  the  capital  invested  in  the  railways  proper- 
ties. So  long  as  the  return  is  uncertain  with  respect  to  many  rail- 
roads, every  railroad  will  insist  upon  earning  all  it  can. 

Taken  as  a  whole,  the  roads  received  in  1917  a  net  operating  in- 
come of  about  $1,000,000,000,  and  they  were  contending  earnestly 
for  more.  In  1918  Congress  authorized  the  President  to  pay  them 
as  compensation  during  the  Government  possession  somewhat  more 
than  $900,000,000  per  year,  and  this  did  not  include  many  of  the 
short-line  railways.  Ii  the  Government  makes  a  certain  return,  it 
can  justly  reduce  the  return  to  a  rate  of  interest  which  a  Government 
obligation  ought  to  bear. 

Assuming,  but  not  conceding,  that  the  railways  are  worth  in  the 
aggregate  $17,000,000,000,  a  return  of  4^  per  cent  under  a  Govern- 
ment guaranty  would  be  ample.  Under  such  a  provision  the  annual 
charge  for  the  properties  as  they  now  are  would  be  $765,000,000.  The 
people  paid  in  1917  a  capital  charge  of  $1,000,000,000,  and  we  are  now 
paying  under  Grovemment  operation  a  capital  charge  of  more  than 
$900,000,000.  The  principle  I  have  proposed,  if  embodied  in  the  law, 
will  save  the  people  of  the  country  from  $250,000,000  to  $500,000,000 
annually*  for  it  must  be  remembered  that  under  the  old  system  the 
capital  cnarge  was  gradually  increasing,  and  it  is  easy  to  believe  that 
without  reckoning  any  addition  to  the  value  of  the  property  the  capi- 
tal charge  would  soon  reach  $1,200,000,000. 

Another  vexatious  element  would  be  laid  at  rest.  The  unearned 
increment  in  public-utility  property  is  a  constant  menace.  It  ou^ht 
to  be  understood,  once  for  all,  that  a  fair  return  upon  the  actual  m- 
vestment  is  all  that  capital  can  demand.    I  understand  perfectly  that 
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many  people  will  instinctively  shrink  from  a  guaranteed  return,  but 
their  reluctance  to  adopt  the  principle  will  disappear  upon  reflection. 
There  is  no  possibility  of  an  additional  burden ;  on  the  contrary,  we 
will  save  an  immense  sum  of  money  every  year  and  at  the  same  time 
convert  railway  securities  into  a  stable  investment  and  contribute 
tremendously  to  the  available  credits  of  the  country. 

There  are  various  methods  in  which  the  principle,  can  be  applied. 
It  may  take  the  form  of  a  legislative  assurance  that  the  rates  shall 
be  sufficient  to  produce  the  sum  required,  but,  preferably,  it  will  be 
put  in  a  positive  guaranty.  It  may  be  worKed  out  through  the 
securities  as  they  now  exist,  but  the  simpler  plan  would  be  for 
Federal  corporations  to  acquire  all  the  properties  or  all  the  secur- 
ities and  issue  or  substitute  new  obligations. 

It  is  to  be  understood  that  in  any  event  there  must  be  a  valuation  of 
railway  properties,  unless  there  can  be  an  agreement  between  a  Gov- 
ernment agency,  such  as  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and 
the  owners  with  respect  to  value.  In  my  judgment  this  principle  ex- 
tends the  only  hope  of  a  reduction  in  rates  or  of  preventing  still 
further  increases. 

The  second  principle  to  which  I  have  referred  is  that  there  must 
be  a  consolidation  of  the  ra*^lroads  into  coiriparatively  few  systems. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  to  maintain  an  efficient  system  of  transporta- 
tion with  reasonable  rates  for  services  unless  this  be  accomplished. 
In  my  statement  of  the  earning  capacity  of  the  various  roads  it  was 
made'  entirely  clear  that  if  the  weaker  roads  are  made  self-sustaining, 
so  that  they  can  continue  to  serve  the  communities  through  which 
they  pass,  the  stronger  roads  will  enjoy  a  revenue  so  excessively  large 
that  the  people  as  a  whole  will  be  compelled  to  pay  inordinately  for 
their  transportation.  This  is  one  proposition  upon  which  all  impar- 
tial students  of  the  subject  agree,  no  matter  whether  they  come  from 
railway  life  or  from  the  general  community.  The  weaker  roads  must 
be  merged  with  the  stronger  ones  into  competitive  systems  which  can 
endure  upon  substantially  even  terms.  They  must  be  merged,  too, 
under  a  law  that  will  require  at  proper  times  a  common  use  of  ter- 
minal facilities  and  a  free  interchange  of  equipment,  and  thus  pre- 
serve the  great  advantages  of  unification,  which  is  the  one  superiority 
in  Government  operation. 

I  am  not  in  favor  of  regional  systems,  for  we  must  at  all  hazards 
perpe.tuate  competition  in  service.  The  experts  who  have  studiously 
examined  the  matter  are  of  the  opinion  that  all  the  railroads  of  the 
country  could  be  consolidated  into — say  18  systems,  and  that  the  com- 
petition in  service  in  nearly  every  locality  would  be  even  more  keen 
than  when  the  Government  assumed  control. 

I  can  not,  within  the  time  which  I  may  properly  consume,  describe 
these  systems,  but  I  know  that  it  is  wholly  practicable  to  do  what 
I  have  suggested.  When  this  is  accomplished  if  any  particular  sys- 
tem earns  enough  as  a  whole  to  pay  the  capital  charge  and  the  cost 
of  maintenance  and  operation  the  law  will  be  satisfied,  and  all  that 
will  remain  for  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  do  will  be 
to  see  that  the  rates  as  between  communities  and  commodities  are 
not  discriminatory. 

I  would  not  have  you  think  that  it  will  be  easy  to  bring  about  this 
situation.  It  will  require  very  considerable  time  and  a  high  order 
of  intelligence,  but  it  is  largely  administrative  work;  and  in  the 
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hands  of  men  who  have  devoted  their  lives  to  the  subject,  it  can  be 
realized  without  danger  to  either  the  financial,  commercial,  or  in- 
dustrial structure  of  the  Nation. 

Here,  again,  more  than  one  method  can  be  used  to  embody  the  prin- 
ciple. It  is  i>ossible  to  take  railway  corporations  already  in  exist- 
ence and  work  out  the  plan  with  tnem.  My  own  conviction,  how- 
ever, is  that  the  safer  and  better  method  is  to  put  each  of  these  con- 
solidated systems  in  the  hands  of  a  Federal  corporation.  It  is  grad- 
ually becoming  clear  that  in  so  far  as  rates  are  concerned  the  Na- 
tional Government  must  be  the  arbiter.  I  have  come  to  this  conclu- 
sion slowly  and  reluctantly,  but  it  is  folly  to  resist  the  inevitable 
conclusion.  State-made  rates  whidi  either  discriminate  against  in- 
terstate rates  or  which  do  not  raise  their  full  share  of  the  required 
revenue,  impair  the  control  over  interstate  commerce  which  the  C!on- 
stitution  has  conferred  upon  Congress,  and  destroy  the  efficiency  of 
Federal  action.  I  sincerely  ho[>e  tnat  there  will  be  found  some  feasi- 
ble plan  for  cooperation  m  this  matter  between  Federal  and  State 
authorities,  but  in  the  last  resort  the  Federal  agency  is  supreme. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  all  railway  common  carriers  should 
be  organized  under  an  act  of  Congress,  although  I  freely  admit  that 
the  National  Government  can  exercise  its  full  power  through  State 
corporations,  but  with  some  embarrassment  and  loss  of  efficiency. 

The  third  principle  which  I  have  mentioned  is  that  the  railways 
diould  be  operated  by  private  corporations  rather  than  by  the  Gt)v- 
emment.  1  want  you  to  observe  that  I  emphasize  the  distinction  be- 
tween Grovemment  ownership  and  Government  operation.  I  realize 
fully  that  when  the  Government  undertakes  that  the  return  upon  the 
capital  invested  shall  be  certain,  or  in  other  words  guarantees  the 
return,  whether  by  legislative  assurance  or  explicit  obligation,  it  is 
the  equivalent  of  Government  ownership,  and  in  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  quite  ready  for  the  undertaking.  The  truth  is  that 
we  have  Government  ownership  now  in  its  most  undesirable  form. 
The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  under  the  present  law,  de- 
termines the  revenues  which  the  railways  shall  receive.  It  thereby 
determines  the  expenses  which  they  may  incur,  and  when  the  techni- 
cal owner  of  property  loses  the  right  to  say  how  much  he  shall  have 
for  its  use,  and  the  right  to  say  how  he  shall  conduct  the  business  of 
which  it  is  a  part,  and  the  right  to  fix  the  cost  of  its  operation,  he 
has  parted  with  the  essential  characteristics  of  private  property. 

I  favor  the  private  operation  of  railways  under  the  strictest  control 
for  one  reason,  and  one  only.  The  Government  can  not  operate  the 
railroads  either  economicaify  or  efficiently.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 
examine  the  experience  of  other  countries.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
to  my  mind  that  experience  is  not  reassuring.  But  no  matter  how 
that  may  be,  I  know  that  the  Government  can  not  take  $17,000,000,000 
of  railway  property  rendering  a  service  which  reaches  every  nook 
and  comer  of  the  land,  employing  in  the  service  2,000,000  men  or 
more,  and  indirectly  affecting  the  fortunes  of  many  other  millions, 
and  manage  it  with  either  economy  or  efficiency. 

It  costs  the  Government  more  to  do  any  given  thing  in  a  country 
like  ours,  where  every  man  is  a  sovereign,  than  it  costs  anybody  else 
to  do  the  same  thing.  The  history  of  every  enterprise  of  a  business 
character  conducted  by  the  Government  proves  all  and  a  great  deal 
more  than  the  statement  I  have  just  made.  I  disparage  no  one,  and 
8  D— 66-1— vol  14 5 
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impugn  no  man's  integrity.  What  I  have  said  is  not  only  the  truth, 
but  it  is  as  natural  as  life  itself. 

I  admit  that  the  result  of  Government  operation  during  the  year 
191&— a  year  of  war — is  not  altogether  a  fair  criterion  by  which  to 
test  the  capacity  of  the  Grovemment  to  manage  the  business  of  trans- 
portation, and  it  is  not  my  desire  to  discredit  the  officials  who  have 
been  responsible  for  what  has  happened.  They  have,  however, 
demonstrated  that  the  influences  which  surround  the  operation  of  a 
great  commercial  and  industrial  enterprise  are  too  strong  to  be 
resisted. 

It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enter  the  details  of  this  subject,  and  I 
am  content  simply  to  record  my  opinion  in  favor  of  private  opera- 
tion, an  opinion  based  solely  upon  the  ground  that  the  people  of  the 
countiy  will  get  better  transportation  and  at  less  cost  in  that  way 
than  through  Government  operation;  and  that,  as  I  view  it,  is  the 
chief  concern  of  those  to  whom  the  service  is  to  be  rendered. 

If  then,  private  operation  is  the  better  plan,  how  is  it  to  be  accom- 
plished, in  view  of  the  limited  capital  charge  which  I  have  already 
considered?  I  am  fully  aware  that  if  private  corporations  are  to 
operate  the  several  systems  which  I  have  described  there  must  be  an 
incentive  in  the  way  of  profit  in  order  to  secure  the  highest  degree 
of  fidelity  and  efficiency.  There  must  be  a  reward  for  g6od  manage- 
ment and  honest  work  and  a  penalty  for  bad  management  and 
dishonest  work. 

Happily,  there  are  several  methods  through  which  this  problem 
can  be  worked  out.  It  can  be  done  through  a  leasing  system,  with 
the  rights  of  lessees  carefully  prescribed  in  suitable  contracts,  but  a 
still  better  way  may  be  found  by  providing  for  a  corporate  ownership 
of  the  several  systems  into  which  the  country  should  be  divided,  each 
corporation  with  a  capitalization  representing  the  actual  value  of  the 
particular  system,  and  the  establishment  of  rates  which  will  produce 
not  only  the  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation  and  the  guaranteed 
return  upon  capital,  but  a  reasonable  sum  in  excess  of  the  guaranty ; 
the  excess  to  be  divided  between  the  stockholders  and  the  working- 
men.  I  am  a  profound  believer  in  profit  sharing,  and  when  the  rule 
is  properly  applied  it  will  solve  many  of  the  problems  which  now 
disturb  the  industrial  world.  The  additional  compensation  to  capital 
for  efficient  management,  together  with  the  sum  distributed  among 
employees  as  a  reward  for  faithful  labor,  will  be  far  less  than  the 
increased  cost  of  Government  operation. 

These  suggestions  could  be  extended  almost  indefinitely,  but  I  for- 
bear, knowing  that  I  have  sketched  but  the  outline  of  a  mighty  field. 
If,  however,  1  have  turned  your  thought  to  the  real  questions  which 
must  be  answered  and  have  induced  you  to  give  them  the  study  of 
which  you  are  capable,  and  thus  forward  the  immediate  task  in  wnich 
we  are  commonly  engaged,  I  have  fulfilled  my  mission  and  will  be 
content  with  your  judgment  upon  mv  public  service  in  this  regard. 

One  word  more  and  I  will  have  finished  what  to  me  has  seemed  a 
duty  and  which  I  hope  you  will  not  look  upon  as  an  intrusion  upon 
your  valuable  time.  I  intend  to  discuss  this  subject  throughout  the 
country  within  the  next  two  months,  and  I  felt  that  I  should  first  lay 
my  views  before  the  lawmaking  body  of  my  own  State. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


60th  Congress \  Qvaifv  /Document 

IttSeuUm     J  SENATE  ^    jj^,  go 


ADDRESS 


OF 


PRESIDENT  WOODROW  WILSON 


V 


DELIVERED  AT  THE  MEMORUL  EXERCISES 

HELD  AT  SURESNES  CEMETERY  NEAR 

PARIS,  FRANCE,  ON  MAY  30, 1919 


PRESENTED  BY  MR.  PITTMAN 
June  2,  1919.— Ordered  to  be  printed 


WASHINGTON 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

1919 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


PRESIDENT  WIUSON'S   MEMORIAL  DAY  ADDRESS  AT 
SURESNES  CEMETERY  NEAR  PARIS. 

Mr.  Ambassador,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  fellow  comxtTymen,  no  one 
with  a  heart  in  his  breast,  no  American,  no  lover  of  humanity,  can 
stand  in  the  presence  of  these  graves  without  the  most  profound 
emotion.  Tbese  men  who  He  here  are  men  of  imique  breed.  Their 
like  has  not  been  seen  since  the  far  days  of  Crusades.  Never  before 
have  men  crossed  the  seas  to  a  foreign  land  to  fight  for  a  cause  of 
hTEnanity  which  they  did  not  pretend  was  particularly  their  own, 
but  knew  was  the  cause  of  hmnanitv  and  of  mankind.  And  when 
tiiey  came  they  found  comrades  for  their  coiu'affe  and  their  devotion. 
They  found  armies  of  Hberty  already  in  the  field — ^men  who,  though 
they  had  gone  through  three  years  of  fiery  trial,  seemed  only  to  be 
just  discovering,  not  for  a  moment  losing,  the  high  temper  of  the 
great  affair,  men  seasoned  in  the  bloody  service  of  liberty.  Joining 
hmds  with  these,  the  men  of  America  gave  that  greatest  of  all  gifts, 
^e  gift  of  life  and  the  gift  of  spirit. 

It  will  always  be  a  treasiu*ea  memory  on  the  part  of  those  who 

knew  and  loved  these  men  that  the  testimony  of  everybody  who  saw 

them  in  the  field  of  action  was  their  imfiincmng  courage,  tiieir  ardor 

to  the  point  of  audacity,  their  full  consciousness  of  the  high  cause 

thej  had  come  to  serve,  and  their  constant  vision  of  the  issue.     It  is 

delightful  to  learn  from  those  who  saw  these  men  fight  and  saw  them 

waiting  in  the  trenches  for  the  simmions  to  the  fight  Uiat  they  had  a 

thought  of  the  spirit  as  well  as  a  phvsical  might,  and  those  of  us  who 

know  and  love  America  know  that  tney  were  discovering  to  the  whole 

world  the  true  spirit  and  devotion  to  their  motherland.     It  was 

America  who  came  in  the  person  of  these  men  and  who  will  forever 

be  grateful  that  she  was  so  represented. 

And  it  is  the  more  delightfiil  to  entertain  these  thoughts  because 
we  know  that  these  men,  though  buried  in  a  foreign  land^'  are  not 
buried  in  an  alien  soil.  They  are  at  home,  sleeping  with  the  spirits 
of  those  who  thought  the  same  thoughts  and  entertained  the  same 
aspirations.  The  noble  women  of  Suresnes  have  given  evidence  of 
the  loving  sense  with  which  they  received  these  dead  as  their  own, 
for  they  have  cared  for  their  graves,  they  have  made  it  their  interest, 
their  loving  interest,  to  see  fliat  there  was  no  hour  of  neglect,  ana 
that  constantly  through  all  the  months  that  have  gone  by  the  mothers 
at  home  should  know  that  there  were  mothers  here  who  remembered 
and  honored  their  dead. 

You  have  just  heard  in  the  beautiful  letter  from  M.  Qemenceau 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  real  message  of  France  to  us  on  a  day  like 
this,  a  message  of  genuine  comradeship,  a  message  of  genuine  sym- 
pathy, and  I  nave  ho  doubt  that  if  oiu'  British  comrades  were  here 
they  would  speak  in  the  same  spirit  and  in  the  same  language.  For 
the  beauty  of  this  war  is  that  it  has  brought  a  new  partnership  and 
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a  new  comradeship  and  a  new  understanding  into  the  field  of  the 
effort  of  the  Nation. 

But  it  would  be  no  profit  to  us  to  euIog[ize  these  illustrious  dead 
if  we  did  not  take  to  heart  the  lesson  wmch  they  have  taught  us. 
They  are  dead;  they  have  done  their  utmost  to  show  their  devotion 
to  a  great  cause,  and  they  have  left  us  to  see  to  it  that  that  cause 
shall  not.  be  betrayed,  whether  in  war  or  peace.  It  is  our  privilege 
and  our  high  duty  to  consecrate  ourselves  afresh  on  a  day  like  this 
to  the  objects  for  which  they  fought.  It  is  not  necessary  that  I 
should  rehearse  to  you  what  these  objects  were.  These  men  did  not 
come  across  the  sea  merely  to  defeat  Grermany  and  her  associated 
powers  in  the  war.  They  came  to  defeat  forever  the  things  for 
which  the  Central  Powers  stood,  the  sort  of  power  they  meant  to 
assert  in  the  world,  the  arrogant,  selfish  domination  which  they 
meant  to  establish,  and  they  came,  moreover,  to  see  to  it  that  there 
should  never  be  a  war  Uke  this  again.  It  is  for  us,  particularly  for 
us  who  are  civilized,  to  use  our  proper  weapons  of  counsel  and  agree- 
ment to  see  to  it  that  there  never  is  such  a  war  a^ain.  The  nation 
that  should  now  fling  out  of  this  common  concord  of  counsel  would 
betray  the  human  race. 

So  it  is  our  duty  to  take  and  maintain  the  safeguards  which  will 
see  to  it  that  the  mothers  of  America  and  the  mothers  of  France 
and  England  and  Italy  and  Belgium  and  all  other  suffering  nations 
should  never  be  called  upon  for  this  sacrifice  again.  This  can  be 
done.  It  must  be  done,  and  it  will  be  done.  The  thin^  that  these 
men  left  us,  though  they  did  not  in  their  counsels  conceive  it,  is  the 

freat  instrument  which  we  have  just  erected  in  the  league  of  nations, 
he  league  of  nations  is  the  covenant  of  governments  that  these 
men  sh^  not  have  died  in  vain.  I  like  to  think  that  the  dust  of 
those  sons  of  America  who  were  privileged  to  be  buried  in  their 
mother  coimtry  will  mingle  with  the  dust  of  the  men  who  fought 
for  the  preservation  of  the  Union,  and  that,  as  those  men  gave  their 
lives  in  order  that  America  might  be  united,  these  men  have  given 
their  lives  in  order  that  the  world  might  be  united.  Those  men  gave 
their  lives  in  order  to  secure  the  freedom  of  mankind,  and  I  look 
forward  to  an  age  when  it  will  be  just  as  impossible  to  regret  the 
results  of  their  labor  as  it  is  now  impossible  to  regret  the  residt  of 
the  labor  of  those  men  who  fought  for  the  union  of  the  States.  I 
look  for  the  time  when  every  man  who  now  puts  his  counsel  against 
the  united  service  of  mankmd  imder  the  league  of  nations  will  be 
just  as  ashamed  of  it  as  he  is  who  regretted  the  union  of  the  States. 
You  are  aware,  as  I  am  aware,  that  the  airs  of  an  older  day  are 
beginning  to  stir  again,  that  the  standards  of  an  old  order  are  trying 
to  assert  themselves  again.  There  is  here  and  there  an  attempt  to 
insert  into  the  counsel  of  statesmen  the  old  reckoning  of  selfishness 
and  bargaining,  and  national  advantage,  which  were  the  roots  of  this 
war,  and  any  man  who  counsels  these  things  advocates  a  renewal  of 
the  sacrifice  which  these  men  have  made;  tor  if  this  is  not  the  final 
battle  for  right  there  will  be  another  that  will  be  final.  Let  these 
gentlemen  who  suppose  that  it  is  possible  for  them  to  accomplish 
this  return  to  an  order  of  which  we  are  ashamed  and  that  we  are 
ready  to  forget,  realize  they  can  not  accomplish  it.  The  peoples  of 
the  world  are  awake  and  the  peoples  of  the  world  are  in  tne  saddle. 
Private  counsels  of  statesmen  can  not  now  and  can  not  hereafter 
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determine  the  destinies  of  nations.  If  we  are  not  the  servants  of  the 
opinion  of  mankind,  we  are  of  all  men  the  littlest,  the  most  con- 
temptible, the  least  ^ted  with  vision.  If  we  do  not  know  courage, 
we  can  not  accomplish  our  purpose,  and  this  age  is  an  age  whidi 
looks  forward,  not  oackward;  which  rejects  the  standard  of  national 
sel6shness  ^at  once  governed  the  comisels  of  nations  and  demands 
that  they  shall  give  way  to  a  new  order  of  things  in  which  only  the 
questions  will  be,  *'  Is  it  right  ?"  " Is  it  just  ?"  *' Is  it  in  the  interest 
of  mankind?" 

This  is  a  challenge  that  no  previous  eeneration  ever  dared  to  give 
ear  to.  So  many  things  have  nappened  so  fast  in  the  last  four  years 
that  I  do  not  thmk  many  of  us  realize  what  it  is  that  has  happened. 
Think  how  impossible  it  would  have  been  to  get  a  body  of  responsible 
statesmen  seriously  to  entertain  the  idea  of  the  organization  of  a 
league  of  nations  four  years  ago!  And  think  of  the  cnange  that  has 
taken  place!  I  was  told  before  I  came  to  France  that  there  would 
be  confusion  of  counsels  about  this  thing,  and  I  found  unity  of  coim- 
sel.  I  was  told  that  there  would  be  opposition,  and  I  foimd  union 
of  action.  I  found  the  statesmen  with  whom  I  was  about  to  deal 
united  in  the  idea  that  we  must  have  a  league  of  nations;  that  we 
could  not  merely  make  a  peace  settlement  and  then  leave  it  to  make 
itself  effectual,  but  that  we  must  conceive  some  common  organiza- 
tion by  which  we  should  give  our  common  faith  that  this  peace  would 
be  maintained  and  the  conclusions  at  which  we  had  arrived  should 
be  made  as  secure  as  the  united  counsels  of  all  the  great  nations  that 
fought  against  (Germany  could  make  them.  We  have  listened  to  the 
challenge,  and  that  is  the  proof  that  there  shall  never  be  a  war  like 
this  again. 

Lames  and  gentlemen,  we  all  believe,  I  hope,  that  the  spirits  of  * 
these  men  are  not  buried  with  their  bones.  Their  spirits  live.  I 
hope — ^I  believe — that  their  spirits  are  present  with  us  at  this  hour. 
I  hope  that  I  feel  the  compulsion  of  their  presence.  I  hope  that  I 
realize  the  significance  of  their  presence.  Think,  soldiers,  of  those 
comrades  of  yours  who  are  gone.  If  they  were  here  what  would  they 
say?  They  would  not  remember  what  you  are  talking  about  to-day. 
They  would  remember  America,  which  they  left  with  their  high  hope 
and  purpose.  They  would  remember  the  terrible  field  of  battle. 
They  would  remember  what  they  constantly  recalled  in  times  of 
danger,  what  they  had  come  for  and  how  worth  while  it  was  to  give 
their  lives  for  it.  And  they  would  say,  **  Forget  all  the  little  circum- 
stances of  the  day.  Be  ashamed  of  the  jealousies  that  divide  you. 
We  command  you  in  the  name  of  those  who,  Uke  ourselves,  have  died 
to  bring  the  counsels  of  men  together,  and  we  remind  you  what 
America  said  she  was  bom  for.  She  was  bom,  she  saidT,  to  show 
mankind  the  way  to  liberty.  She  was  born  to  make  this  great  gift 
a  common  gift.  She  was  oom  to  show  men  the  way  of  experience 
by  which  they  might  reahze  this  gift  and  maintain  it,  and  we  adjure 
you  in  the  name  of  all  the  great  traditions  of  America  to  make  your- 
selves soldiers  now  once  for  iJl  in  this  common  cause,  where  we  need 
wear  no  uniform  except  the  uniform  of  the  heart,  clothing  ourselves 
with  the  principles  of  right,  and  saying  to  men  everjrwhere^  *  You  are 
our  brothers  and  we  invite  you  into  flie  comradeship  of  hberty  and 
of  peace.' "  Let  us  go  away  hearing  these  unspoken  mandates  of  our 
dead  comradea. 
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If  I  may  speak  a  personal  word,  I  beg  you  to  realize  the  compulfflon 
that  I  myself  feel  that  I  am  under.  By  the  Constitution  of  our  ereat 
c#\mtry,  I  was  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  these  men.  I  advised  the 
Congress  to  declare  that  a  state  of  war  existed.  I  sent  these  lads 
over  here  to  die.  Shall  I — can  I — ever  speak  a  word  of  counsel  which 
is  inconsistent  with  the  assurances  I  gave  them  when  they  came  over  I 
It  is  inconceivable.  There  is  something  better,  if  possible,  that  a 
man  can  give  than  his  life,  and  that  is  his  living  spuit  to  a  service 
that  is  not  easy,  to  resist  counsels  that  are  harof  to  resist,  to  stand 
against  purposes  that  are  difficult  to  stand  against,  and  to  say,  ''Here 
I  stand,  consecrated  in  the  spirit  of  the  men  who  were  once  my 
comrades,  and  who  are  now  gone,  and  who  left  me  under  etemai 
bonds  of  fidelity." 
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SITES  FOB  MILITARY  HOSPITALS. 


Tour  subcommittee,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  Senate  Resolution  386 
(Sixty-fifth  Congress,  third  session),  begs  leave  to  submit  the  follow- 
ing report: 

Senate  Resolution  386  provides: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds  be,  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  investigate  the  selection  and  acquisition  of  sites  for  military 
hospitals,  and  contracts  and  expenditures  for  the  repair,  acquisition,  and  construc- 
tion of  such  hospitals;  also  what  additional  ho^ital  facilities  are  required  and  what 
existing  public  buildings,  if  any,  are  available  for  use  as  hospitals. 

In  accordance  with  the  authoritv  contained  in  said  resolution  and 
in  obedience  to  the  instructions  or  your  committee,  on  Wednesday. 
January  15,  1919,  yoilir  subconmiittee  was  organized  and  consisted 
of  Senators  Reed,  Hardwick,  Beckham,  France,  and  Lenroot.  Sub- 
sequently, Senator  Reed  being  imable  to  serve  on  the  subcommittee, 
appointed  Senator  Trammell  of  Florida  as  a  member  of  said  com- 
mittee, and  as  thus  constituted  the  conmiittee  proceeded  to  hear 
evidence  and  take  testimony  touching  matters  embraced  by  said 
resolution. 

Beginning  on  Wednesday,  January  22,  1919,  and  ending  on  Tues- 
day, February  11,  1919,  your  subcommittee  conducted  hearings  dur- 
ing the  progress  of  which  the  testimony  of  many  witnesses  was 
heard  and  much  written,  and  documentary  evidence  taken.  The 
hearings  are  embraced  in  four  volimies,  containing  about  1,500  pages 
of  printed  matter  and  are  hereby  submitted,  by  reference,  as  a  part 
of  this  report. 

Your  conmiittee  was  directed  'J to  investigate  the  selection  and 
acquisition  of  sites  for  military  hospitals,  and  contracts  and  expendi- 
tures for  the  repair,  acquisition,  and  construction  of  such  hospitals; 
also  what  additional  facihties  are  required  and  what  existing  public 
buildings,  if  any,  are  available  for  use  as  hospitals." 

Giving  the  last  words  quoted  their  broadest  significance,  the  com- 
mittee assumed,  especially  because  of  the  fact  that  legislation  on  the 
subject  was  pending  before  the  Senate,  that  the  Senate  desired  to 
ascertain,  for  consideration  in  connection  with  said  pending  legisla- 
tion, the  following: 

First.  What  are  the  existing  miUtary  hospital  facihties  of  the 
coimtry  ?  And  how  much,  if  any,  are  said  facihties  in  excess  of  the 
present  requirements  and  of  the  reasonable  requirements  of  the 
near  future? 

Second.  What  are  the  existing  hospital  facihties  that  will  be  re- 
quired for  discharged  soldiers,  sadors,  and  marines  who  become  sick 
or  disabled  after  they  are  mustered  out  of  the  service  and  are  no 
longer  eligible  for  treatment  in  the  mihtary  hospitals  of  the  Govern- 
ment t 

Third.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  can  existing  hospital  facihties  of 
the  Government  be  employed  for  the  use  of  sucn  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
marines?  And  to  what  extent,  if  any^  is  the  construction  of  new 
hospitals  essential  and  necessary ) 
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4  SITES  FOR  MILITARY  HOSPITALS. 

'  Fourth.  What  has  been  the  record  and  conduct  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  general  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  militaiT 
hospitals  and  expenditures  for  the  construction  and  lease  of  sucn 
hospitals  ? 

Fifth.  What  has  been  the  conduct  of  the  officials  of  the  War 
Department  in  selecting  and  acquiring  sites  for  miUtaiy  hospitals 
ana  in  making  contracts  for  the  repair,  acquisition,  and  construction 
of  such  hospitals? 

Takingup  these  subjects  in  the  order  we  have  named,  we  find: 

First.  The  existing  mihtary  hospital  f acihties  of  the  country  can 
be  divided  into  five  classes,  i.  e.,  post  hospitals,  permanent  ^neral 
hospitals,  temporary  general  hospitals,  base  hospitals,  and  embarka- 
tion and  debarkation  nospitals.     These  are  the  Army  hospitals. 

The  naval  hospitals  are  divided  into  three  classes,  those  which 
existed  before  the  war,  new  hospitals  built  since  the  war,  and  one 
tuberculosis  camp  at  Fort  Lyons,  Colo. 

Tlie  total  capacity  of  all  the  naval  hospitals  is  about  15,000  beds, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  say  that  the  hospital  facilities  of  the  Navy 
are  in  excess  of  the  present  requirements  and  of  the  reasonable 
requirements  of  the  near  future. 

As  to  the  Army  hospitals,  the  situation  is  as  follows: 

HOSPITALS  AT  THB  BEaiNNINQ  OF  THE  WAR. 


Number. 

Beds. 

Pofthospltala 

132 

4 

1,330 

General  hospitals 

Total  hofini  tals  befllnninir  of  war  ............................................*. 

136 

6,666 

HOSPITALS  BUILT  SINCE  THE  WAR  (AVAILABLE  AT  THE  PRESENT  TIME). 

Number. 

Beds. 

General hosDitals. Including  above  4  eeneral  hosDitals 

43 
41 
9 

3t,508 

Base  hospitals 

66,006 

TCmhArkation  and  debwkation  ho9Ditals...'r-F--.^-r--r--r- -, ^.,..-,-^., 

11,545 

Total  new  Droieots... • 

03 

100.060 

HOSPITALS  ON  WHICH  WORK  HAS  JUST  STARTED. 

Beds. 

St.  Louis  general  hospitals,  St.  Louis,  Mo 

600 

PbiladelDEiaeeneralnosDiials.PhiladelDhla.  Pa 

600 

Total 

1,000 

We  are  advised  by  the  Surgeon  General's  Office  that  there  are  no 
further  hospitals  contemplated. 

Of  the  109,059  beds  available  January  18,  1919,  in  the  hospitals, 
other  than  post  hospitals,  45,973  were  vacant.  The  evidence  before 
the  committee  is  that  this  number  of  vacancies  will  increase  rather 
than  decrease,  and  that  the  full  number  of  beds  which  were  provided 
by  the  War  Department  will  never  be  used  by  it. 
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Second.  Standing  alone,  the  statement  that  the  Army  has  approxi- 
mately 50,000  beds  vacant  would  seem  to  indicate  that  there  is  no 
necessity  whatever  for  building  any  additional  hospitals  for  any  pur- 
pose; but  the  evidence  discloses  tnat  the  following  facts  are  to  be 
met  in  connection  with  these  vacant  beds: 

(a)  The  beds  are  scattered  among  132  post  hospitals,  4  permanent 
general  hospitals,  39  temporary  general  hospitals,  41  base  hospitals 
Qocated  principally  in  cantonments) ,  and  9  embarkation  and  debarka- 
'tion  hospitals,  so  that  it  is  not  possible  to  utilize  these  beds  by  com- 
plete wards  for  the  treatment  together  of  diseases  of  the  same  char- 
acter, which  method  experience  has  demonstrated  to  be  the  proper 
method  of  treatment. 

(6)  Many  of  the  general  hospitals  are  of  temporary  construction, 
on  leased  ground,  and,  not  being  constructed  for  permanent  use,  they 
should  be  discontinued  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

(c)  All  of  the  base  hospitals  are  of  temporary  construction,  and 
located  as  they  largely  are  in  cantonments,  will,  when  other  activities 
for  which  the  cantonments  were  provided  are  no  longer  used,  be 
isolated,  certainly  difficult  to  operate,  and  possibly  expensive. 

(d)  Experience  has  already  demonstrated  that  the  strict  military 
discipline  necessarily  enforced  in  Army  hospitals  becomes  irksome 
to  sick  and  wounded  soldiers.  Having  performed  their  duty  as 
soldiers  and  realizing  that  the  war  is  over,  their  desire  is  to  be  through 
with  all  things  military,  including  miUtary  hospitals.  . 

These  reasons,  to  which  others  might  be  added,  indicate  that  it 
is  not  possible  to  utilize  the  apparently  available  50,000  vacant  beds 
at  least  to  anything  like  the  number  of  60,000. 

The  subcommittee  has,  however,  had  repeated  and  lengthy  con- 
ferences with  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Surgeon  Greneral,  and  those 
of  his  assistants  having  direct  charge  of  Army  hospitals  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  officials  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  and  Public  Health 
Service  \mder  the  Treasury  Department  on  the  other,  with  the  very 
satisfactory  result  that  with  the  full  and  cordial  acquiescence  of  all 
concerned  we  have  been  able  to  secure  the-  consent  of  the  War 
Department  to  transfer  .to,  and  of  the  Public  Health  Service  and  War 
Risk  Insurance  to  receive  and  operate,  the  existing  hospitals  at 
Edgewood  Arsenal,  Md.,  Camp  Hancock,  Ga^  Camp  Joseph  E.- 
Jolmston,  Fla.,  Camp  Beauregard,  La.,  Camp  Fremont,  Calif.,  and 
the  nitrate  plant  at  rerryviUe,  Md.;  thus  savmg  to  the  Government 
the  expenditure  of  many  millions  for  new  construction. 

We  are  assured  by  the  officials  of  the  Public  Health  Service  that 
these  hospitals  are  widely  enough  scattered  and  well  enough  located 
and  constructed  so  that  they  can  be  used  advantageously  for  those 
entitled  to  treatment  in  Public  Health  Service  hospitals. 

It  shoidd  be  realized,  however,  that  these  hospitals  can  not  be 
utilized  to  their  full  capacity.  The  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Army 
furnished  abundant  orderlies  and  guards,  such  as  in  numbers,  far  ex- 
ceeded titose  permitted  by  law  to  civilian  hospitals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  therefore  more  space  in  these  hospitals  could  be  utilized 
than  it  would  be  safe  to  utilize  with  the  lesser  force  of  the  Public 
Health  Service.  Nevertheless^  they  can  be  utilized  for  thousands  of 
beds. 
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As  a  result  of  the  conferences  which  the  committee  has  had  with 
the  officials  of  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  it  is  very  satis- 
factory to  be  able  to  report  that  arrangements  have  been  made  by 
which  hospital  eq^uipment  paid  for  by  me  War  Department  and  no 
longer  needed  by  it,  is  to  be  turned  over  to  the  Public  Health  Service 
for  its  use,  thus  eflfecting  a  saving  which  may  amount  to  $5,000,000, 
while  at  the  same  time  giving  the  Public  Health  Service  the  benefit 
of  hospital  eauipment  of  the  most  complete  and  modem  character, 
almost  immediately  available. 

It  would  be  improper  to  close  the  discussion  imder  this  paragraph 
without  a  brief  statement  of  what  the  Public  Health  Service  beheves 
the  demand  will  be  upon  it  from  discharged  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
mannes. 

The  War  Risk  Bureau  has  records  already  of  approximately  80,000 
men  who  will  be  entitled  imder  the  war-nsk  legislation  to  demand 
treatment  from  the  Public  Health  Service.  Of  course,  only  a  minor 
fraction  of  these  men  will  in  all  probability  come  to  Public  Health 
Service  hospitals  for  treatment,  but  on  the  other  hand,  the  number 
of  known  cases  is  being  increased  daily  as  the.  Army  and  Navy  are 
demobihzed  and  men  are  being  discharged  because  of  physical  dis- 
ability, from  both  these  branches. 

In  addition  to  discharged  soldiers  and  sailors  entitled  to  treatment 
imder  the  war-risk  act,  the  following  classes  of  persons  are  entitled 
to  treatment  by  the  PubUc  Health  Service:  Merchant  marine  seamen, 
including  seamen  on  boats  of  the  Mississippi  River  Commission; 
officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard;  keepers 
and  assistant  keepers  of  the  United  States  lighthouse  Service  now 
entitled  by  law  to  treatment;  seamen  of  the  Migineer  Corps  of  the 
United  States  Army;  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey;  civilian  employees  entitled  to  treatment 
imder  the  United  States  employees  compensation  act;  employees  on 
Armiy  transports  not  officers  or  enlisted  men  of  the  Army;  and  em- 
ployees of  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries. 

Third.  The  extent,*  if  any.  to  which  existing  hospital  facilities  of 
the  Government  can  be  employed  for  the  use  of  such  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  marines  has  already  been  discussed,  and  brings  up  naturailv  the 
next  question:  To  what  extent,  if  any,  is  the  construction  oi  new 
hospitals  essential  and  necessary  ?     • 

The  subcommittee  in  recommending  to  the  full  committee  an 
amendment  to  H.  R.  13026  recommended  the  following  entirely 
new  construction: 

At  Dawson  Springs,  Ky.,  a  tuberculosis  sanatorium  having  a 
capacity  of  not  less  than  500  beds.  There  are  several  reasons  for  this 
sanatonum: 

(a)  It  is  to  be  in  part  a  tuberculosis  sanatorium,  and  up  to  January 
1,  1919,  there  had  been  discharged,  because  of  tuberculosis,  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  marines  numbering  24,500,  any  or  all  of  whom  are  entitled 
to  claim  treatment  under  the  war-risk  insurance  legislation,  lliere 
are  practically  no  tuberculosis  sanatoria  available. 

(ft)  A  ^t  of  5,000  acres  of  land  is  to  be  made  in  connection  with 
this  hospital  or  sanatorium,  which  land  contains  large  quantities  of 
coal,  which  can  be  used  to  extreme  advantage  in  diminishing  the  cost 
of  heating  and  lighting  the  plant. 

(c)  The  waters  of  Dawson  Springs  are  reported  as  possessing  real 
medicinal  curative  value. 
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The  subcommittee  also  recommended  a  new  hospital  plant  at 
Norfolk,  Va.  This  hospital  is  needed  not  only  for  the  war-risk  obliga- 
tions, but  Norfolk,  bein^  the  second  largest  seaport  on  the  Atlantic- 
coast,  the  demands  for  nospital  service  for  merchant  seamen  is,  on 
account  of  our  enlarged  merchant  marine^  constantly  growing. 

The  subcommittee  recommends  a  hospital  in  or  near  the  District 
of  Columbia,  because  discharged  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines,  having 
the  liberty  of  a  choice  of  hospitals,  come  in  quite  large  numbers  to 
Washington  and  there  are.  at  present  no  adequate  faculties  for  their 
care. 

The  subcommittee  recommends  no  other  new  construction  except 
the  Speedway  or  Maywood  Hospital,  located  in  Cook  County,  lu., 
near  Chicago,  which  is  discussed  later. 

In  connection  with  its  recommendations  for  new  construction,  the 
subcommittee  recommends  that,  so  far  as  feasible,  it  be  of  fire-resisting 
character.  It  is,  of  course,  appreciated  that  there  are  times  ana 
places  where  nonfireproof  hospitals  are  being  and  must  continue  to 
DO  used,  but  whenever  and  wnerever  practicable,  the  subcommittee 
believes  that  hospitals  should  be  as  nearly  fireproof  as  may  be  possible. 

It  recommends  $190,000  for  an  addition  to  the  marine  hospital  at 
Stapleton,  Staten  Island,  N.  Y.,  the  need  for  additional  hospital 
accommodations  in  and  about  New  York  City  being  obvious^  and 
the  appropriation  of  $750,000  to  remodel  and  adapt  the  existing 
hoepitaJSy  turned  over  by  the  War  Department  to  the  Pubhc  Health 
Service,  to  the  uses  and  purposes  of  that  service. 

Some  facilities  can  be  converted  at  the  National  Soldiers'  Home, 
at  Hot  Springs,  S.  Dak.,  without  dispossessing  or  materially  dis- 
commoding the  soldiers  of  previous  wars  alreadj^  there  and  entitled 
to  the  accommodations  of  a  home.  These  facihties  it  is  proposed  to 
utilize  for  five  years  or  less. 

Fourth.  In  relation  to  the  record  and  conduct  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  general  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  mihtarv 
hospitals  and  expenditures  for  the  construction  and  lease  of  such 
hospitals,  the  suocommittee  reports  that  from  the  evidence  taken, 
this  matter  seems,  in  general,  to  have  been  well  handled.  There  are 
some  figures  for  leases  which  seem  high,  but  the  explanation  is  made 
concemmg  these  that  the  buildings  were  especially  well  adapted  to 
hospital  purposes  and,  all  things  considered,  that  the  rents  are  not 
excessive. 

Fifth.  As  to  the  conduct  of  the  officials  of  the  War  Department  in 
selecting  and  acquiring  sites  for  military  hospitals,  in  making  con- 
tracts for  the  repair,  acquisition,  and  construction  of  such  hospitals, 
it  is  to  be  said  tnat  if  the  department  erred,  it  erred  in  not  planning 
during  the  summer  of  1918  for  the  expected  requirements.  For- 
tunately, however,  this  error  of  judgment,  if  it  was  an  error,  turned 
out  to  the  advantage  of  the  Treasury  through  the  war  ending  at  a 
much  earlier  date  than  was  generally  expected.  It  is  certain  that  the 
department  did  not  plan  for  more  hospitals  than  it  seemed  reasonably 
certain  would  be  needed  for  the  returning  wounded  soldiers. 

Complaints  were  laid  before  the  subcommittee  in  relation  to  two 
hospital  matters,  i.  e. : 

(a)  Hot  Springs,  Ark. 

(&)  The  Speedwav  or  Maywood  Hospital  in  Cook  Coimty, 
HI.,  near  Cnicago. 
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The  Hot  Springs  matter  was  brought  to  our  attention  and  relates 
to  the  Eastman  Hotel  at  Hot  Spnn^s.  This  matter  involves  no 
^substantial  monetary  loss  to  the  proprietors  of  the.  hotel,  but  it  does 
involve  the  very  serious  accusation  by  certain  officers  of  tiie  War 
Department  that  the  proprietors  of  the  Eastman  Hotel  were  attempt- 
ing to  engage  in  pronteeriag  at  the  expense  of  the  Government;  the 
geufsral  accusation  which  was  afloat  in  relation  to  the  proprietors  of 
the  Eastman  Hotel  was,  as  stated  on  the  investigation,  that  the 
Eastmatt  Hotel  Co.  was  trying  to  unload  an  old  hotel  on  the  Grovem- 
ment,  that  the  hotel  was  a  fire  trap,  and  that  the  price  that  was  asked 
was  excessive.  The  president  of  the  Eastman  Hotel  Co.,  Mr.  A.  B. 
Gaines;  the  manager,  W.  E.  Chester;  and  its  attorney,  Mr.  Wm.  T.  S. 
Curtis,  came  before  this  committee  voluntarily. 

It  is  very  certain  from  their  testimony,  and  the  evidence  they  pro- 
duced, that  the  accusation  made  against  them  has  not  now  nor  never 
had  any  foundation  of  fact. 

Stated  briery,  the  situation  is  that  on  the  14th  of  December,  1917, 
the  commandant  of  the  Army  hospital  at  Hot  Springs  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  hotel  company^  stating  that  the  Government  desired  the 
hotel  for  hospital  purposes  and  asking  the  hotel  company  to  fix  a 
price. 

The  price  which  the  hotel  company  fixed  was  the  amount  of  its 
capital  stock  $600,000,  plus  $45,000,  the  latter  sum  representing  an 
existing  mortgage  on  the  property. 

The  company  in  no  way  urged  the  purchase  of  the  property  by  the 
Government,  was  not  anxious  to  sell  it,  and  was  entirely  willing  to 
continue  to  conduct  it  as  a  hotel. 

Later  the  question  arose  as  to  whether  the  hotel  could  be  made  more 
nearly  fire  swe,  and  the  company  procured  the  services  of  the  archi- 
tects who  did  the  Grovemment  work  at  Hot  Springs  to  prepare  plans 
for  additional  safeguards. 

Shortly  after  the  18th  of  June  Mr.  J.  Milton  Trainer  visited  Hot 
Springs,  at  the  request  of  Maj.  James  S.  Holden,  formerly  major  in 
charge  of  the  real-estate  section  of  Purchase,  Storage  and  Traffic 
Division  of  the  GrenerjJ  Staff. 

Mr.  Trainer  formed  the  impression  that  the  property  was  not 
worth  $645,000.  Whether  he  was  correct  in  his  jud^ent  it  is  not 
now  essential  to  inquire.  His  report  to  the  real-estate  section  was 
incorrect  in  two  particulars,  i.  e.,  he  stated  that  the  Eastman  Hotel 
had  never  been  operated  as  a  successful  hotel;  that  it  had  been  closed 
for  many'  years.  The  facts  are  that  it  has  not  been  closed  any  vear 
since  it  was  built.  That  it  has  paid  dividends  each  year  except  four, 
and  that  those  four  years  it  made  a  profit  each  year  which  was  put 
back  into  betterments. 

There  are  no  allegations  that  Mr.  Trainer  made  any  improper  sug- 
gestions to  any  of  me  proprietors  of  the  Eastman  Hiotel. 

In  order  to  meet  the  situation  entirely,  the  president  of  the  hotel 
company  came  to  Washington  in  July  and  stated  to  Maj.  Holden,  Mr. 
TVainer,  and  others  that  the  price  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  situation 
if  the  Government  wanted  the  hotel  for  a  hospital;  that  the  hotel 
company  suggested  that  if  the  Government  wanted  the  hotel  an 
apprai^l  committee  of  three  should  be  appointed  in  the  manner 
provided  by  statute,  and  whatever  value  was  fixed  by  the  commission 
the  hotel  company  would  accept. 
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Subsequently,  on  July  30,  the  oflFer  was  rejaewed  in  writing,  by 
Mr.  Curtis,  the  attorney  (in  Washington)  for  the  hotel  company. 

In  tiie  end,  the  Government  did  not  pursue  its  request,  and  dropped 
its  own  suggestion,  and  the  hotel  property  is  still  being  conducted  as 
a  hotel  by  l3ie  Eastman  Hotel  people. 

As  to-  the  so-called  Speedway  Hospital  project  near  Chicago,  the 
{acts  are  in  the  main  tnorougnly  proven.  The  land,  consisting  of 
about  320  acres,  about  8i  miles  from  the  city  hall  of  Chicago,  andthe 
improvements  existing  thereon,  in  1917,  haa,  together  with  the  taxes 
and  carrying  charges,  cost  the  then  owners  (Edward  Hines,  with  a 
twelve-thirteenths  interest  and  the  Shank  Co.  with  a  one-thirteenth 
interest),  about  $1,700,000. 

In  the  early  summer  of  1918,  the  Speedway  property  was  brought 
to  the  attention  of  Secretary  of  War  Baker,  as  a  proper  site  for  an 
emergency  hospital  of  fireproof  construction.  Secretary  Baker  was 
at  that  time  preparing  for  nis  trip  to  Europe  but  directea  the  Surgeon 
General's  (Mace  to  study  the  proposition  and  to  pudi  tiie  matter  if  it 
turned  out  to  be  a  feasible  project. 

It  was  first  proposed  to  build  a  main  building  and  six  smaller 
buildings  which,  together  with  320  acres  of  land  and  improvements, 
were  offered  to  the  Government  for  the  lump  sum  of  $2,500,000.  We 
find,  as  has  everyone  else  that  has  investigated  it,  that  the  i)roject  was 
a  good  one,  that  the  price  was  low,  and  that  the  proposition  was  an 
achrantageous  one  for  the  Government. 

Subsequently  it  was  found  that  additional  buildings  were  needed 
and  the  owners  proposed  to  build  these  for  $753,475  or  a  total  sum 
for  the  entire  project  of  $3,253,475.  This  price  for  the  larger  project 
was  also  low,  and  this  proposal  also  an  advantageous  one  lor  the 
Government. 

Whether  the  hospital  is  figured  as  a  2,500-bed  proposition  in  which 
case  the  price  per  bed  would  be  about  $1,304,  or  as  a  4,000-bed 
proposition  as  a  war  emergency  hospital,  in  which  case  the  price 
would  be  about  $813  per  bed,  it  compares  very  favorably  with  what 
it  costs  the  Government  to  construct  rough,  wooden  hospitals  at 
cantonments  and  other  war  emergency  hospitals,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  price  per  bed  is  cheap. 

In  addition,  Mr.  Hines  offered  in  writing  to  repurchase  the  property 
at  any  time  within  eight  years,  and  to  pay  the  Government  for  it  40 
per  cent  of  the  entire  cost,  and  to  deposit  Liberty  bonds  in  the  amount 
of  $1,300,000  to  secure  the  carrying  out  of  the  purchase. 

Neither  the  first  nor  the  second  project  secured  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  and  thus  the  owners  of  the  Speedway  failed 
ever  to  obtain  a  legal  contract. 

The  question  remains  whether  they  have  a  moral  claim  on  the 
Government.  We  think  it  probable  that  they  have.  In  con- 
sidering this,  it  is  not  particularly  material  to  consider  why  either 
or  both  propositions  were  rejected.  The  Acting  Secretary  of  War 
had  the  power  to  reject,  and  exercised  that  power. 

However,  it  is  shown  by  overwhelming  evidence  and  proof  that 
at  the  time  Mr.  Shank  signed  the  contract,  August  31,  1918,  there 
was  great  urgency  in  the  procuring  of  hospital  beds;  that  a  large 
amount  of  additional  beds  would  be  required  in  the  Chicago  district 
and  that  there  were  no  beds  in  sight.  The  Shank  contract  was  the 
only  contract  which  had  been  signed,  and  when  Mr.  Shank  com- 
S  D— ^6-1— vol  14 6 
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menced  work  on  September  3,  1918,  it  was  the  only  work  being  done 
on  any  hospital  project  in  the  Chicago  district  toward  filling  the 
Government  requirements  of  12,000  beds. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  this  urgency  was  brought  to  the  attention 
of  Mr.  Shank  and  his  architects.  A  clause  was  even  inserted  in 
the  contract  referring  to  this  urgency. 

There  is  also  no  doubt  that  the  Construction  Division  and  the  Sur* 
geon  General's  Office,  both  of  which  approved  the  project,  expected 
the  contract  to  be  authorized  bv  the  Secretary  of  War  ana  that  this 
expectation  wfis  communicated  to  Mr.  Shank. 

The  proper  departments  of  the  Government  appUed  for  official 
designation  for  the  hospital  and  the  hospital  was  officially  placed 
on  tne  list  of  Government  Army  hospitafe  as  ''General  Anny  Hos- 
pital No.  32,  Maywood."  Official  mad  was  sent  from  many  depart- 
ments in  larse  quantities  to  the  hospital  under  this  designation. 
Wounded  soldiers  were  routed  from  the  debarkation  hospital  at 
Hoboken  under  the  impression  that  the  hospital  existed  as  an  Army 
hospital. 

Acting  imder  the  knowledge  of  this  urgency  and  with  the  laudable 
desire  to  complete  this  large  and  important  hospital  project  in  the 
minimum  time,  the  contractor,  during  the  month  of  September, 
1918,  pushed  the  work  prodigiously,  and  not  until  substantialprogress 
had  been  made  in  the  work  md  the  contractors  receive  any  intimation 
that  it  was  not  the  desire  of  the  War  Department  for  them  to  proceed 
with  the  work  in  advance  of  the  formal  approval  of  the  contract. 

We  can  not  escape  the  conviction  that  the  owners  of  the  Speedway 
Hospital,  imder  all  the  circumstances,  have  a  clear  moral  claim  against 
the  Government  for  the  amount  they  have  invested  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  hospital. 

We  are  supported  in  our  views  as  to  the  hospital  project  itself  bv 
the  fact  that  it  has  been  three  times  invest^ated — first,  by  Col.  Wil- 
liam A.  Starrett;  second,  by  Maj.  Louis  WT  Stotesbury;  and,  third, 
by  a  special  commission  appointed  by  the  Secretarv  of  War,  and  con- 
sisting of  Gen.  J.  L.  Chamberlain,  Inspector  General;  Maj.  G-en.  M.  W. 
Ireland,  Surgeon  General;  Brig.  Gen.  R.  C.  Marshall,  Chief  of  Con- 
struction Division ;  Lieut.  Col.  C.  C.  Wright,  assistant  to  Gen.  Marshall : 
Maj.  L.  W.  Stotesbury.  of  the  Inspector  Greheral's  Department;  and 
Mai.  A.  E.  Strode,  of  tne  Jud^e  Aavocate  General's  Department. 

AH  three  of  these  investigations  resulted  in  the  recommendation  of 
the  acceptance  of  the  Spe^way  Hospital  project  as  a  Government 
hospital. 

We  have  incorporated  the  conclusions  of  Maj.  Stotesbury  and  of 
the  commission  headed  by  Gen.  Chamberlain  in  the  records  of  this 
investigation  for  the  information  of  the  committee.  The  report  of 
Col.  Starrett,  while  favorable  to  the  project,  was  much  more  hasty 
than  the  other  two,  and  we  have  not  incorporated  it  in  our  records, 
except  iQ  part. 

There  were  attempts,  in  the  investigation  of  this  matter,  to  reflect 
discredit  upon  Mr.  Edward  Hines  in  connection  with  this  project. 

We  find  that  no  evidence  has  been  introduced  in  any  way  reflecting 
on  the  business  integrity  of  Mr.  Hines  or  his  fair  and  generous  treat- 
ment of  the  Government  in  this  particular  matter. 

As  to  the  future  of  the  hospital,  we  are  very  clearly  of  the  opinion 
that  it  ought  to  be  completed  and  utilized.    There  seems  to  oe  no 
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question  that  it   is  a  better  building  for  hospital  purposes  than  any 
now  owned  by  the  United  States  Government. 

In  our  judgment,  if  work  is  stopped  upon  this  hospital  now,  the 
Government  might,  at  some  time  in  the  future,  pay  to  the  owners  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  which  it  will  obtain  notning,  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States  will  have  lost  the  benefit  of  the  magnificent  struc- 
ture which  has  been  erected.  With  slight  changes  it  will  serve  ad- 
mirably the  purpose  of  the  Public  Health  Service. 

The  various  services  of  the  Government  will  need  hospital  f  acihties, 
especially  for  sick  and  maimed  soldiers  under  the  war-risK  act,  and  will 
need  them  for  many  years. 

It  is  in  evidence  that  this  Speedway  Hospital  can  be  completed  in 
about  six  weeks,  and  we  recommend  that  legislation  be  enacted  pro- 
viding for  the  acquisition  and  completion  oi  this  hospital  under  the 
original  proposition  of  $2,500,000,  together  with  such  alterations  and 
sucn  few  additional  buildings,  if  any,  as  the  Public  Health  Service 
may  require,  and  that  when  completed  it  be  operated  by  the  Public ' 
Health  Service. . 

A  large  part  of  the  17  days  devoted  by  the  subcommittee  to  the 
taking  of  evidence  was  taken  up  in  the  hearing  of  evidence  in  relation 
to  J.  Milton  Trainer,  an  employee  of  the  real-estate  section  of  the 
Purchase,  Storage  and  Traffic  Division  of  the  General  Staff,  and  his 
business  partner,  Wallace  Clark,  concerning  whom  the  assertion  was 
made  that  they  had  solicited  the  sum  of  $100,000  for  Trainer's 
assistance  in  the  sale  of  the  Speedway  property  to  the  Government 
under  circumstances  which  indicated  that  ne  intended  utilizing  his 
employment  by  the  Government,  which  he  had  at  the  time  under 
contemplation,  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  sale. . 

It  was  also  charged  tnat  Mr.  Trainer,  because  of  the  alleged  refusal 
of  the  said  proposal  for  a  commission,  either  directly  or  mdirectly, 
undertook  to  defeat  the  formal  approval. of  this  contract  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  War.  On  the  latter  charge  there  was  no  evidence 
whatever  to  show  that  Mr.  Trainer  in  any  way  exerted  or  tried  to 
exert  such  influence  to  prevent  the  approval  oi  the  contract. 

As  to  the  charge  that  he  or  his  partner,  or  both  of  them,  solicited 
a  commission,  there  was  much  conffict  of  evidence,  and  the  sub- 
conmiittee  is  unwilling  to  pass  upon  that  question  for  the  reason  that 
early  in  the  proceedings  it  was  Drought  to  our  attention  that  these 
charges  had  already  been  broiight  to  the  attention  of  the  Department 
of  Justice,  and  the  subcommittee  is  informed  that  that  department 
has  the  matter  under  investigation  and  consideration.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  seemed  to  the  subcommittee  that  it  would  be 
obviously  impro|)er  for  the  subcommittee  to  make  any  findings 
whatever  in  relation  to  that  charge. 

March  3,  1919. 

Thomas  W.  Habdwick,  Chairman. 
J.  C.  W.  Beckham. 
Pabe  Tbammell. 
Joseph  I.  France. 
Irvine  L.  Lenroot. 

To  the  Senate  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 
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SENATE  RESOLUTION  NO.  67. 

Beported  by  Mr.  Mos£s. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

J%ine  6 J 1919. 
Resolved^  That  the  manuscript  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Moses)  on  Jime  2, 1919,  entitled  "  Eatification 
of  treaties,  method  and  procedure  in  foreign  countries,  and  proceed- 
ings in  the  Senate  in  the  case  of  rejected  treaties,"  be  printed  as  a 
Senate  document 
Attest: 

George  A.  Sanderson, 

Secretary^ 
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INTRODUCTION. 


The  material  here  presented  is  arranged  in  two  parts.  Part  I  is 
devoted  to  the  subject  of  the  Ratification  of  Treaties  in  Great  Britain 
(including  the  Dominions) ,  France,  Italy,  and  Germany. 

The  order  of  the  documents  is  as  follows :  In  the  first  place  is  given 
a  definition  of  ratification  with  examples  of  forms  used  by  various 
countries,  taken  from  Satow's  Diplomatic  Practice.  Then  follows  a 
more  particular  description  of  the  procedure  in  several  foreim  coun- 
tries, drawn  from  several  sources  (extracts  and  translation^  in  the 
following  order :  Great  Britain,  France,  Italy,  Germany.  Texts  of 
documents  of  ratification  and  in  one  case  narrative  of  the  proceedings 
attending  the  negotiations  for  and  conclusion  of  peace  (Franco- 
Prussian  War,  1870),  with  other  illustrative  documents  complete  this 
part 

The  second  part  consists  of  transcript  of  the  records  of  proceedings 
in  the  Senate  in  the  rejection  of  treaties  taken  from  the  printed 
volumes  of  the  Executive  Journal. 

The  change  in  the  form  of  government  in  Germany  naturally 
changes  the  conditions  of  ratification  in  that  country.  The  method 
followed  in  the  past  is  modified  by  transferring  the  ratifying;  power 
from  the  Crown  to  the  Legislature.  In  Great  Britain  tifie  Govern- 
ment has  announced  that  "  no  ratification  would  take  place  until  the 
House  had  approved."  This  declaration  of  the  Government,  as  is 
pointed  out  by  the  Law  Times  of  London,  May  31, 1919,  brings  about 
"  The  great  constitutional  change  from  which  Mr.  Gladstone  shrank, 
on  which  Sir  Edward  Grey  (in  1913)  refrained  from  definite  expres- 
sion of  opinion." 
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RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES 

METHOD  AND  PROCEDURE  IN  FOREIGN  COUNTRIES 


GENERAL 

RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES 


[From  Sa tow's  Diplomatic  Practice.] 

TREATIES  AND   OTHER  INTEBNATIONAL   COMPACTS:   BATIFICA- 

TION 

Ratification:  606.  Ratification,  what  It  Is.  607.  British  form.  608.  Russian 
form.  609.  German  form.  610.  French  form.  611.  United  States  form. 
612.  A  form  to  be  used  between  "  Governments." 

RATIFICATION 

606.  Ratification  is  a  solemn  act  on  the  part  of  a  Sovereign  or  by 
the  President  of  a  Republic,  by  which  he  cieclares  that  a  treaty,  con- 
vention, or  other  international  compact  has  been  submitted  to  him, 
and  that  after  examining  it  he  has  given  his  approval  thereto,  and 
undertakes  its  complete  and  faithful  observance.  The  whole  text  of 
the  treaty,  etc.,  should  be  reproduced  in  the  instrument,  which  is 
signed  by  him  and  sealed  with  the  Great  Seal,  and  is  countersigned 
b}"  the  minister  for  Foreign  Affairs.  This  document  is  exchanged  for 
a  similar  one  given  by  the  other  party  to  the  treaty,  and  the  fact  of 
the  exchange  having  been  effected  is  then  recorded  in  a  protocol  or  in 
a  proceS'Verbal.  In  some  countries  the  exhibition  of  special  full- 
powers  by  the  officials  who  make  the  exchange  is  insisted  on,  but  as  a 
general  rule  this  is  not  held  to  be  necessary,  the  production  of  the  in- 
struments of  ratification  by  a  minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  or  by  an 
accredited  diplomatic  representative  of  the  other  high  contracting 
party  being  sufficient  evidence  that  the  official  who  tenders  it  is  duly 
authorized  to  proceed  to  the  exchange. 

In  the  case  of  multinational  treaties  where  there  are  more  than 
two  high  contracting  parties,  and  each  signatory  Power  has  received 
a  counterpart,  it  exchanges  a  separate  instrument  of  ratification  with 
each  of  the  other  parties.  But  where  only  one  original  text  has  been 
signed  by  all  the  plenipotentiaries,  and  deposited  in  the  archives  of 
the  State  where  it  was  sijgned,  the  other  contracting  parties  send  their 
instruments  of  ratification  to  the  government  of  that  State,  which 
then  delivers  an  "  acte  d'acceptation  "  and  sends  to  each  of  the  re- 
maining contracting  parties  a  copy  of  the  whole  record. 
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6  RATIFICATION   OF  TREATIES. 

What  circumstances  may  justify  a  State  in  declining  to  ratify  a 
treaty  to  which  it  has  become  a  party  is  not  a  question  of  inter- 
national law^  although  writers  on  that  subject  discuss  it.  It  is 
rather  one  of  morals  and  policy.  Where,  as  in  the  United  States,  it 
is  the  President  under  whose  direction  the  Secretary  of  State  concludes 
and  signs  the  treaty,  but  ratification  is  dependent  on  the  advice  and 
approval  of  the  Senate,  the  refusal  to  ratify  is  sometimes  conse- 
quent on  other  than  the  ordinarily  recognized  motives.  In  such  a 
case  the  ratifying  power  sometimes  adds  new  proposals,  which  trans- 
form the  instrument  into  a  new  treaty.  The  other  party  is  justified 
in  refusing  to  accept  the  new  conditions,  or  may  accept  them.  This 
happened  in  connection  with  the  treaty  of  1794  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States.  The  Senate  proposed  an  Additional 
Article,  which  was  accepted  by  the  British  Government.^  But  in 
1807  the  United  States  returned  the  treaty  signed  in  London  on  De- 
cember 31,  1806,  unratified,  and  proposed  alterations  thereto.  Can- 
ning, who  was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreim  Affairs,  pro- 
tested against  "  a  practice  altogether  unusual  in  the  ±*olitical  Trans- 
actions  of  States,"  and  he  announced  that  the  King  had  no  option, 
under  the  circumstances,  but  to  acquiesce  in  the  refusal  of 
the  President  to  ratify  the  treaty  in  question.^  More  re- 
cently, the  first  Hay-Pauncefote  treaty  of  1900  was  modified  by 
the  American  Senate  in  consenting  to  its  ratification,  and  in  con- 
sequence it  fell  through.*  In  countries  where  the  administration 
is  the  creation  of  a  parliamentary  majority  suc^i  a  contingency  is 
less  likely  to  arise,  even  when  the  consent  or  the  legislature  is  neces- 
sary. ... 

In  former  times  it  was  not  the  practice  to  make  a  reserve  of  rati 
fication  in  a  full-power.  Thus  in  the  British  full-power  given  at 
page  107,  volume  1,  there  is  a  promise  to  hold  as  grata,  rata  et  ac- 
cepta  in  the  fullest  manner,  and  not  to  suffer  anything  to  be  done,  in 
whole  or  in  part  contrary  to  what  the  plenipotentiary  niay  have 
agreed  to  and  concluded.  The  full  power  of  the  King  of  France 
similarly  undertakes  en  foi  et  parole  de  Roi^  d^wvoir  agreable^  tenir 
ferme  et  stable  a  toujoursy  accomplir  et  executer  ponctuellementj 
tout  ce  que  le  dit  Sieur  Comte  de  Vergermes  aura  stipule  et  signe 
en  vertu  du  present  plem-pouvoir^  sans  jamais  y  contrevenir^  ni  per- 
mettre  quHl  y  soit  contrevenu^  pour  quelque  cause  et  sous  quelque 
pretexte  que  ce  puisse  etre^  comme  aussi  d^en  faire  expedier  Nos 
lettres  de  ratification  en  bonne  forme^  et  de  les  faire  delivrer^  pour 
etre  echangees  dans  le  terns  dont  il  sera  convenu:  Car  tel  est  lyotre 
pladsir.  Likewise,  the  passage  at  page  112  of  the  Emperor's  full 
power,  and  on  page  113  m  the  full-power  of  the  King  of  Spain,  and 
in  the  Dutch  lulT-power  at  page  114.  The  modern  example  of  a 
Bel^an  full-power,  at  page  115  also  makes  no  reserve  as  to  rati- 
fication, but  contains  the  same  undertaking  to  approve  whatever  may 
be  stipulated,  promised  and  signed  by  the  plenipotentiary,  as  the 
earlier  ones  already  cited,  and  the  Spanish  form  of  full-power  at 
page  116  is  worded  in  much  the  same  manner,  except  that  it  contains 
no  promise  to  ratify.    But  the  more  recent  form  of  a  Britidi  fuU- 

1  Brit  and  For.  State  Papers,  i.  803. 
«  Brit,  and  For.  State  Papers,  i.  1187. 

« Mr.  J.  W.  Foster's  Practice  of  Diplomacy  as  illustrated  in  the  Foreign  Relations    oC 
the  United  States  has  an  Important  chapter  on  jthls  subject. 
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I)Ower,  as  at  page  117^  inserts  the  words,  "  subject  if  necessary  to 
Our  Batificatzofij^^  which  perhaps  may  seem  to  weaken  the  ioroe 
of  the  words  "  Engaging  and  Promising  on  Our  Royal  Word,  that 
whatsoever  thin^  shall  oe  so  transacted  and  concluded  by  Our  said 
Commissioner,  Procurator,  and  Plenipotentiary,  shall  fsubject,  if 
necessary,  etc.]  be  agreed  to,  acknowledged  and  accepted  by  Us  in 
the  fullest  manner,  and  that  We  will  never  suffer,  either  in  whole 
or  in  part,  any  person  whatsoever  to  infringe  the  same,  or  act  con- 
trary thereto,  as  far  as  it  lies  in  Our  power." 

Nevertheless,  it  was  from  an  early  time  customary,  and  was  rec- 
ognized bv  Bynkershoek  as  forming  an  established  usage,  to  look 
upon  ratification  by  the  Sovereign  as  necessary  to  impart  validity 
to  a  treaty  concluded  by  his  plenipotentiary,  and  full  powers  were 
interpreted  as  conferring  a  ^neral  power  of  negotiating  subject 
to  instructions  received  from  time  to  time,  and  of  concluding  a^^e- 
ments  subject  to  the  ultimate  approval  or  otherwise  of  the  Sov- 
ereign. But  it  should  not  be  capriciously  withheld,  and  its  refusal 
ought  to  be  justified  by  solid  reasons^ 

The  practice  of  reserving  the  ratification  of  the  Sovereign  had 
fonnerly  its  use  when  th«  plenipotentiary  of  one  of  the  High  Con- 
tracting Parties  was  negotiating  at  such  a  distance  that  he  might 
perhaps  not  have  time  to  refer  the  text  of  the  instrument  agreed 
upon  to  his  Government  before  signing.  In  modem  times,  however, 
when  all  the  capitals  of  the  civilized  world  are  in  telegraphic  com- 
munication, it  is  the  usual  practice  for  plenipotentiaries  to  sub- 
mit the  precise  wording  of  the  proposed  treaty  to  their  Governments 
for  approval  before  signature,  so  that  to  withhold  ratification  can 
rarely  be  justified,  except  where  the  negotiating  and  ratifying  au- 
thorities are  distinct.  It  may  be  added  mat  the  cases  of  a  refusal  to 
ratify  are  not  by  any  means  numerous.  They  might  be  counted  on 
the  fingers  of  two  hands. 

It  will  be  found  on  reference  to  the  international  compacts  given  in 
these  chapters,  other  than  those  specifically  denominated  "  Treaties  " 
or  "  Conventions,'*  that  sometimes  ratification  is  expressly  stipulated. 
Where  this  is  not  done,  it  is  to  be  inferred  that  ratification  is  not 
obligratory,  yet  it  may  sometimes  take  place  even  in  those  cases.  In 
the  Index  to  the  British  Treaty  Series  for  1915  there  are  six  instances 
where  ratification  is  stated  to  be  not  required.  These  six  were  either 
Declarations,  Accessions,  or  Agreements.  We  hold,  therefore,  that 
apart  from  those  compacts  which  bear  the  title  of  Treaty  or  Conven- 
tion, ratification  is  only  required  where  it  is  provided  lor. 

History  records  the  reasons  which  induced  the  Cabinet  presided 
over  by  M.  Guizot  to  refuse  ratification  of  the  treaty  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade  in  1841.  The  documents  in  which  this 
refusal  is  recorded  are  given  in  Satow's  Diplomatic  Practice,  vol.  1, 
p.  73;  vol.  2,  pp.  244-246. 

The  following  is  a  Note  in  the  third  person  which  completes  the  record  in 
§571  of  the  refusal  of  the  French  Government  to  ratify  the  quintuple  treaty  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  signed  at  London,  December  20,  1841. 

The  Protocol  of  the  20  [19]  of  February  1842,  remaining  open  for  France,  the 
undersigned.  Ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  of  His  Majesty  the 

1  Oppenheim,  2nd  edit.,  .1.  656 ;  Hall,  6th  edit,  823,  4. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


8  RATIFICATION  OF  TBEATmS. 

King  of  the  French  to  His  Britannic  Majesty,  has  the  honor  to  inform  His 
Excellency  the  CJount  Aberdeen,  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  according  to  instructions  which  he  has  received,  that 
the  Government  of  the  King  having  taken  into  consideration  the  grave  and 
notorious  facts,  which  have  come  to  pass  upon  this  subject  in  France,  has 
judged  its  duty  to  be  not  to  ratify  the  said  CJonventlon.  The  Undersigned  must 
add,  that  following  orders  from  his  Government,  as  this  ratification  will  not 
take  place  in  the  future,  there  exists  therefore,  so  far  as  France  is  concerned, 
no  need  for  the  Protocol  to  remain  open. 

607.  The  form  of  ratification  now  used  by  Great  Britain  is  as 
follows : 

George,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  and  of  the  British  Dominions  beyond  the  Seas  King,  Defender  of  the 
Faith,  Emperor  of  India,  etc.,  etc.,  etc.,  To  all  and  singular  to  whom  these 
Presents  shall  come.  Greeting ! 

Whereas,  a between  Us  and was  concluded  and 

signed  at on  the day  of in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  one 

Lord  one  thousand  nine  hundred by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  Us  and  of 

duly    and    respectively    authorized    for    that    purpose, 

which is,  word  for  word,  as  follows : — ] 

(Inseratur — in texts ) 

[And  whereas,  a between  Us  and  Our  said ,  was 

concluded  and  signed  at ,  on  the daj^  of in  the  year  of  Our 

Lord  one  thousand   nine   hundred   by   the   Plenipotentiaries   of   Us   and   of 

duly  and  respectively  authorized  for  that  purpose,  which 

is,  word  for  word,  as  follows:] 

(Inseratur  in texts ) 

We,  having  seen  and  considered  the aforesaid,  have  approved,  ac* 

cepted,  and  confirmed  the  same  In  all  and  every  one  of Articles  and 

Clauses,  as  We  do  by  these  Presents  approve,   accept,  confirm,   and   ratify 

for  Ourselves,  Our  Heirs  and  Successors;  engaging  and  promising 

upon  Our  Royal  Word  that  We  will  sincerely  and  faithfully  perform  and 
observe  all  and  lingular  the  things  which  are  contained  and  expressed  in  the 

aforesaid,  and  that  We  will  never  suffer  the  same  to  be  violated  by 

any  one,  or  transgressed  in  any  manner,  as  far  as  it  lies  In  Our  power.  For 
the  greater  testimony  and  validity  of  all  which.  We  have  caused  the  Great 
Seal  of  Our  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  be  affixed  to 
these  Presents,  which  We  have  signed  with  Our  Royal  Hand. 

Given  at  Our  Court  of  St.  James,  the day  of in  the  year  of 

Our  Lord  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and In  the year  of  Our  Reign. 

(Signed.)  GEORGE  R.  I. 

608.  A  Russian  instrument  of  ratification : 

Par  La  Grace  de  Dleu  Nous  Nicolas  II,  Empereur  et  Autocrate  de  toutes  les 
Russles,  de  Moscou,  Kiow,  Wladimir,  Novogorod  [sic] ;  Tsar  de  Casan,  Tsar 
d' Astrakhan,  Tsar  de  Pologne,  Tsar  de  Sib^rle,  Tsar  de  la  Chersonese  Taurique, 
Tsar  de  la  G6orgie,  Seigneur  de  Plescow  et  Grand  Due  de  Smolensk,  de  Lithuanie, 
VoUiynie,  Podolie  et  de  Pinlande;  Due  d*Estonie,  de  Llvonie,  de  Courlande 
et  Semlgalle,  de  Samogitle,  Blalostock,  Carelle,  Twer,  Jugorle,  Perm,  Viatka, 
Bolgarle  et  d'autres;  Seigneur  et  Grand  Due  de  Novgorod-Inf^rleur,  de 
Czemlgow,  Rlasan,  Polotzk,  Rostow,  Jaroslaw,  B^losersk,  Oudor,  Obdor,  Condle, 
Wltepsk,  Mstlslaw,  Dominateur  de  toute  la  contr^  du  Nord;  Seigneur 
d'Jberle,  de  la  Cartallnle,  de  la  Cabardle  et  de  la  province  d'Arm^nle;  Prince 
H6rMltalre  et  Souveraln  des  Princes  de  Clrcassle  et  d'autres  Princes  montag- 
nards ;  Seigneur  du  Turkestan ;  Successeur  de  Norvfige,  Due  de  Schleswlg-Hol- 
stein  de  Stormarn,  de  Dlthmarsen  et  d*01denbourg,  etc.,  etc.,  etc.  Savolr  fai- 
sons  par  les  pr^sentes  qud.  la  suite  d'un  commun  accord  entre  Nous  et  Sa 
Majesty  Le  Roi  des  Beiges  Notre  Pl^nlpotentialre  a  conclu  et  sign6  le  17/30  no- 
vembre  1904,  une  convention  d'arbitrage  obllgatoire  alnsl  qu'une  declaration 
addltlonnelle  y  annex^e,  relative  au  malntlen  de  tons  les  droits  et  obligations 
resultant  pour  les  Hautes  Parties  contractantes  du  traits  du  19  avrll  1839. 
qui  garantit  Tind^pendence  et  la  neutrality  de  la  Belglque,  qui  portent  mot  pour 
mot  ce  qui  suit: 
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[Text  of  the  Convention  and  Declaration.] 

A  ces  causes,  apr&s  avoir  sufRsamment  examine  ces  convention  et  declaration. 
Nona  les  avons  agr^^es,  confirmees  et  ratifi^es,  comme  par  les  pr^sentes  Nous 
les  agr^ons,  confirmons  et  ratifions  dans  toute  leur  teneur,  promettant  sur 
Notre  parole  Imp^riale,  pour  Nous,  Nos  H^ri tiers  et  Successeurs  que  tout  ce 
qui  a  ete  stipule  dans  les  Actes  sus  mentionnes  sera  observe  et  execute  invio- 
lablement  En  foi  de  quoi  Nous  avons  signe  de  Notre  propre  main  la  presente 
ratification  Imperiale  et  y  avons  fait  apposer  le  sceau  de  Notre  Empire.  Donne 
K  Peterhof,  le  27  JuiUet  de  Tan  de  gr&ce  mil  neuf  cent  cinq  et  de  Notre  regne 
la  onizieme  annee. 

(L.S.)  Nicolas. 

Contresigne:  le  Ministre  des  Affaires  EtrangSres,  Secretaire  d'Etat:  Comte 
Lamsdorff.^ 

609.  A  German  example: 

Wir  Willielm  von  Gottes  Gnaden  Deutscher  Kaiser,  KOnig  von  Preussen  usw. 

Urkunden  und  bekennen  hiermit:  Nachdem  von  Unserem  Bevollmachtigten 
and  dem  Bevollmachtigten  Seiner  Majestilt  des  KSnigs  des  Vereinlgten  Konlg- 
reichs  von  Grossbritannien  und  Irland  und  der  Britischen  "Oberseeischen 
Lande,  Kaisers  von  Indien,  am  17  August  1911  in  Berlin  ein  Vertrag  zwischen 
dem  Deutschen  Relche  und  Grossbritannien  liber  die  gegenseitige  AusUeferung 
von  Verbrechern  zwischen  Deutschland  und  gewissen  britischen  Protelitoraten 
unterzeichnet  worden  ist,  und  nachdem  dieser  Vertrag,  der  wOrtlich  also  lautet : 

(Text  of  Treaty.) 

Uns  vorgelegt  und  von  Uns  geprtlft  und  in  alien  Sttlcken  Unseren  Absichten 
gem&ss  befunden  worden  ist,  so  erkiaren  Wir,  dass  Wir  den  vorstehenden 
Auslieferungsvertrag  genehmigen  und  ratitlzieren,  auch  versprechen,  Ihn  erfUUen 
and  ausfflhren  zu  lassen. 

Zu  Urkund  dessen  ha  ben  Wir  die  gegenw^rtige  Ratiflkationsurkunde  vollzo- 
gen  und  mit  Unserem  Inslegel  versehen  lassen. 

Gegeben,  Neues  Palais,  den  16  Dezember,  1911. 

(Signed)  WiLHELM  I.  R. 

KiDEBLEN. 

610.  A  French  example: 

Raymond  Poincare,  President  de  le  Republlque  Francaise.  A  tons  ceux  qui 
ces  presentes  Lettres  verront,  Salut: 

Une  Convention  Radioteiegraphique  Internationale  et  ses  Annexes  ayant  ete 
arretees  k  Londres,  de  5  Juillet  1912,  Convention  et  Annexes  dont  la  teneur  suit : 

(Text  of  Convention.) 

Ayant  vu  et  examine  les  dites  Convention  et  Annexes,  Nous  les  avons  ap- 
prouvees  et  approuvons  en  vertu  des  dispositions  de  la  Loi  votee  par  le  Senat 
et  par  la  Chambre  des  Deputes;  Declarons  qu*elles  seront  acceptees,  ratiflees, 
et  confirmees  et  Promettons,  qu*elles  seront  inviolablement  observees. 

En  Fol  de  Quoi,  Nous  avons  donne  les  presentes,  revetues  du  Sceau  de  la 
Republlque. 

A  Paris,  le  22  Janvier  1914. 

(I-  8. )  ( Signed )  Poincab6. 

Par  Le  President  de  la  Republlque:  Le  President  du  Conseil,  Ministre  des 
Affaires  Etrangeres. 

(Signed) . 

611.  An  United  States  example: 

WiUiam  Howard  Taft,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  To  All 
To  Whom  These  Presents  Shall  CJome,  Greeting: 

Know  Ye,  That  whereas  a  Treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  %nd 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  providing  for  the  preservation 
and  protection  of  the  fur  seals,  was  concluded  and  signed  by  their  respective 

» Traits  Oen^raux  d'Arbltrage,  Ifere  s^rie.     La  Hayo,  1911,  88. 
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Plenipotentiaries  at  Washington  on  the  seventh  day  of  February*  one  thousand 
nine  hundred  and  eleven,  a  true  copy  of  which  Treaty  is  word  for  word  as 
follows : 

(Text  of  Treaty.) 

And  Whereas,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  by  their  resolution  of  February 
15,  1911  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring  therein)  did  advise 
and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  said  Treaty ; 

Now  Therefore,  be  it  known  that  I,  William  Howard  Taft,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  having  seen  and  considered  the  said  Treaty,  do 
hereby,  In  pursuance  of  the  aforesaid  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  ratify 
and  confirm  the  same  and  every  article  and  clause  thereof. 

In  Testimony  Whereof,  I  have  caused  the  seal  of  the  United  States  to  be 
hereunto  affixed. 

Given  under  my  hand  at  the  Olty  of  Washington  this  sixth  day  of  March  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  eleven,  and  of  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred  and  thirty-fifth. 

(L.B.)  (Signed)  Wm.  H.  Taft. 

By  the  President — 

Huntington  Wii/Son, 

Ading-Becretary  of  State. 

612.  Form  of  ratification  of  an  international  compact  concluded 
between  Governments: 

Whereas  a between Government  and  the  Government 

of (or  governments  therein  mentioned)  relating  to was  signed 

at on  the  __day  of 19— which is,  word  for  word,  as 

follows : 

( Inseratui>— in texts — ) 

H, M.  (or  the )   €k)vemment,  having  seen  and  considered 

the aforesaid,  approve,  accept,  confirm,  and  ratify  it,  engaging  and 

promising  sincerely  and  faithfully  to  perform  and  observe  all  and  singular  the 
things  which  are  contained  and  expressed  in  the aforesaid. 

In  witness  whereof H M.  (or  the )  Secretary  of  State  (or,  Min- 
ister) for  Foreign  Affairs,  has  signed  these  presents  and  has  affixed  thereto  his 
seal. 

Done  at the day  of 19 — 
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TREATY  MAKING  AND  RATIFICATION  IN  GREAT 

BRITAIN 


INTRODUCTION 


As  will  appear  from  the  following  abstracts  from  writings  on 
English  constitutional  history,  the  British  Parliament  has  rarely 
taken  part  in  the  ratification  of  treaties.  This  is  generally  regarded 
as  the  constitutional  method, — that  is,  the  government  and  the  gov- 
ernment alone  ratifies. 

There  have  been  a  few  instances  where  the  Parliament  has  been  a 
party  to  the  ratification  and  in  such  cases  it  has  been  especially 
stipulated  in  the  treaty;  notably,  for  example,  the  Treaty  for  the 
cession  of  Heligoland,  which  contained  the  following  provision : 

Whereas  an  Agreement,  dated  the  first  day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  ninety,  has  been  concluded  between  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  and  His 
Majesty  the  German  Emperor,  whereby,  amongst  other  things,  it  was  provided 
by  the  provisions  set  out  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act  that,  subject  to  the  assent 
of  Parliament,  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Island  of  Heligoland,  together  with  its 
dependencies,  should  be  ceded  to  His  Majesty  the  German  Emperor.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

Then  the  Anglo-French  Convention  Act  of  1904  contained  a  similar 
provision  (after  naming  the  plenipotentiaries) : 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  their  full  powers,  found  in  good  and 
due  form,  have  agreed  as  follows,  subject  to  the  approval  of  their  respective 
ParliameDts.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

On  that  occasion,  in  1904,  in  answer  to  a  query,  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  stated  that  submission  to  the  House  of 
Commons  for  approval  was  "  not  the  constitutional  practice  of  this 
country." 

There  seems  to  be  a  disposition  to  depart  from  the  practice  of  the 
past  in  the  case  of  the  peace  treaty  now  under  consideration  with 
Germany. 

Lloyd-George  made  the  following  statement  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  February  11,  in  regard  to  treaty  ratification : 

The  third  question  asked  about  the  Peace  Conference  was  whether  the  Treaty 
wiU  be  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before  ratification.  I  believe  that 
is  the  ordinary  course.  Of  course,  subject  to  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty,  the 
representatives  of  tills  country  wiil  follow  the  same  course  as  the  represent- 
atives of  everj'  other  country  and  provisionally  sign  the  Treaty  at  the  Peace 
Conference.  The  Treaty  will  undoubtedly  then  be  placed  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  for  ratification.  I  believe  constitutionally  there  are  parts  of  the 
Treaty  which  must  be  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  by  the  Constitution 
of  this  country.  If  the  House  of  Commons  chooses  to  repudiate  the  Treaty  the 
House  of  Commons  is  all  powerful. 

11 
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12  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

His  statement  that  this  was  the  ordinary  practice  wag  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  history  of  treaty  negotiations  in  Great  Britain. 
The  Law  Times  (London)  of  February  22,  1919,  calls  attention  to 
this  : 

The  Prime  Minister  is  in  error  in  thinking  that  treaties  are  usually  laid  before 
the  House  of  Commons  before  their  ratification.  There  has  been  a  very  marked 
desire  to  exclude  Parliament  from  knowledge  of  contemplated  treaties.  To 
give  two  recent  instances:  The  Japanese  Treaty  was  agreed  to  on  the  20th 
Aug.  1905,  and,  as  Parliament  was  prorogued  on  the  12th  Aug.  never  to  meet 
again,  but  to  be  dissolved  six  months  afterward,  that  treaty  was  kept  from  Par- 
liamentary criticism.  Then,  again,  the  treaty  between  Russia  and  England  in 
reference  to  Persia  was,  so  far  from  being  laid  before  Parliament,  not  signed 
till  three  days  after  Parliament  had  risen,  with  a  view  to  the  prevention  of 
Parliamentary  discussion.  Mr.  Lloyd-George*s  statenM^  that  he  believes  *'  con- 
stitutionally that  there  are  parts  of  the  treaty  which  must  be  paced  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Constitution  of  this  country  "  refers  to 
the  supposed  limitation  of  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  make  treaties  without  the 
consent,  not  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  of  Parliament,  embodied  in  a  statute 
for  the  cession  of  territories  and  Great  Britain,  it  must  be  remembered,  has 
acquired  German  territories  in  this  war. 

This  is  in  contradiction  to  the  statement  made  by  Bonar  Law  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  October,  1918 : 

Sir  R.  Cooper  asked  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  intends  to  take  steps  to  secure 
that  any  agreement  for  peace  shall  in  general  principles  be  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  Members  of  this  House ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  say 
what  those  steps  will  be? 

Mr.  BoNAR  Law.  The  Government  must,  I  think,  be  the  interpreter  of  the 
views  of  the  House  and  the  nation  in  this  matter. 

And  again  on  the  13th  of  February,  1919,  the  following  colloquy 
o'ccurred : 

Col.  Yate  asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether  the  international  treaty  em- 
bodying the  League  of  Nations  will  be  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
before  it  is  concluded? 

Mr.  Lambert  asked  tlie  Prime  Minister  if  the  British  Delegation  to  the 
Peace  Conference  in  Paris  will  have  plenary  powers  to  bind  this  country  in 
the  matter  of  peace  terms,  or  whether  such  terms  will  be  subject  to  the  final 
ratification  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  BoNAB  Law.  The  Treaty  will  be  signed  by  the  delegates  of  the  Powers 
concerned,  but  so  far  as  the  British  Government  is  concerned  it  will  not  be 
ratified  until  it  has  been  laid  upon  the  Table  and  Parliament  has  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion. 

Mr.  Lambebt.  Will  Parliament  have  the  power  of  altering  the  Treaty  when 
it  is  laid  upon  the  Table? 

Mr.  BoNAB  Law.  1  am  really  rather  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  put  that  question.  Does  he  really  think  It  possible  that  any  Treaty 
could  ever  be  arranged  in  the  world  if  something  like  twenty  Powers  are  to 
discuss  the  details  of  it?    It  seems  to  me  quite  Impossible. 

Sir  C.  Henby.  Will  It  be  submitted  to  Parliament  before  It  is  presented  to 
the  enemy  countries? 

Mr.  BoNAB  Law.  Oh,  no;  I  can  not  say  that.  The  Treaty  will  presumably, 
after  it  has  been  arranged  by  the  Allies,  be  signed  by  the  enemy  countries. 

Mr.  Billing.  Directly  it  is  signed  the  Peace  Conference  will  be  dissolved, 
and  there  will  be  no  court  of  appeal  In  the  event  of  the  House  refusing  to 
ratify? 

Mr.  Bonab  Law.  That  may  happen,  but  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  look  so  far 
into  the  future. 

According  to  statements  made  by  Mr.  Bonar  Law  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  May  20,  the  disposition  of  the  Government  has 
changed,  because,  in  answer  to  questions,  Mr.  Bonar  Law  closed  a 
colloquy  by  the  following  statement: 

Before  the  Treaty  is  ratified  the  assent  of  Parliament  will  be  obtained.  That 
is  all  that  can  be  done. 
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And  again  on  May  23,  1919: 

Oh,  no.  Long  ago  many  questions  were  put  to  me  on  this  subject,  and  I 
gave  exactly  the  same  answer  as  I  have  given  to-day.  I  gave  an  undertaking 
that  no  ratUication  would  take  place  until  the  House  had  approved.  More  than 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  impossible  to  do. 

This  declaration  of  the  Government,  as  is  pointed  out  by  the  Law 
Times  of  London,  May  31,  1919,  brings  about  "The  great  constitu- 
tional change  from  which  Mr.  Gladstone  shrank,  on  which  Sir  Ed- 
ward Grey  (in  1913)  refrained  from  definite  expression  of  opinion." 
It  is  to  be  observed  that  no  such  change  in  the  Constitution  equaling 
this  in  importance  has  hitherto  taken  place  without  Parliamentary 
action — ^the  Government  alone  bringing  about  the  change. 

The  Declaration  of  London  was  not  submitted  pro  forma  to  the 
Parliament  for  approval  but  the  Naval  prize  bill  which  embodied 
legislation  essential  to  the  operation  of  tne  Declaration  was  passed 
by  the  Commons  but  rejectea  by  the  Lords.  So  the  Declaration  was 
not  ratified  by  the  Government. 

It  is  to  be  noted,  however,  that  the  Government  rejected  the  idea 
that  the  Declaration  reauired  the  approval  of  the  Parliament. 

On  the  18th  of  November,  1910,  the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Asquith) 
declared  that  "the  ratification  of  the  Declaration  is  not  subject  to 
the  approval  of  this  House.  It  will  not  now  be  possible  to  bring 
these  questions  before  Parliament  this  jrear."  Pressed  for  an  answer 
as  to  when  an  opportunitv  would  be  given  for  the  House  to  decide 
whether  the  Declaration  should  be  ratified  or  not,  he  replied :  "  The 
Declaration  does  not  require  the  approval  of  Parliament.  But  it  has 
already  been  made  abundantly  clear  that  Parliament  will  have  full 
opportunity  to  discuss  its  provisions  before  His  Majesty  is  advised 
to  ratify  it." 

WAB,  PEACE,  AND  TREATIES 

[From  Anson's  Law  and  Custom  of  the  Constitution.] 

the  prerogative  of  making  war: 

The  King,  acting  on  the  advice  of  his  Ministers,  makes  war  and 
peace.  The  House  of  Commons  may  refuse  supplies  for  a  war,  or 
either  House  may  express  its  disapproval  by  resolutions  condemna- 
tory of  the  ministerial  policy,  or  by  address  to  the  Crown,  or  by 
making  the  position  of  the  ministry  in  other  ways  untenable;  but 
Parliament  has  no  direct  means  either  of  bringing  about  a  war  or 
of  bringing  a  war  to  an  end. 

How  far  controUed  by  Parliament. 

Nor  does  a  decided  expression  of  opinion  by  the  House  of  Commons 
always  overbear  the  policy  of  a  ministry.  In  1782  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  followed  by  an  address  to  the  Crown,  caused 
Lord  North  to  take  steps  to  end  tne  war  with  the  American  colonies ;  * 
but  in  1857  a  resolution  of  the  same  House,  condemnatory  of  the 
war  with  China,  caused  Lord  Palmerston  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
with  the  result  that  the  electors  affirmed  his  policy  and  returned  a 
majority  of  his  supporters  to  Parliament. 

^Cobbett,  Pari.  Hist,  xxil,  pp.  1084,  1214. 
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Peace  and  treatiei. 

The  prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  making  peace  is  so  much  involved 
in  questions  as  to  the  prerogative  in  making  treaties  that  the  tvea 
must  be  dealt  with  together.  Parliament  has  only  indirect  means  of 
bringing  a  war  to  a  dose,  but  it  is  hard  to  conceive  of  a  peace  con- 
cluded simply  by  a  cessation  of  hostilities  and  mutual  assurances  of 
amity.  Some  engagements  must  be  entered  into,  liabilities  incurred^ 
territory  acquired  or  ceded,  and  a  question  arises  in  this  form :  No 
one  but  the  King  can  bind  the  community  by  treaty,  biit  can  he 
alwavs  do  so  without  the  cooperation  of  Parliament?  It  would  seem 
to  follow  from  the  general  prmciples  of  our  constitution  that  a  treaty 
which  lays  a  pecuniarv  burden  on  the  people  or  which  alters  the 
law  of  the  land  needs  Parliamentary  sanction.  If  it  were  not  so  the 
King,  in  virtue  of  this  prerogative,  might  indirectly  tax  or  legislate 
without  consent  of  Parliament. 

Limits  on  power  to  make  treaties. 

Questions  arise,  however,  in  relation  to  this  prerogative  which 
need  fuller  consideration.  Can  the  King  cede  territory  by  treaty 
without  consent  of  Parliament,  or  can  he  confer  immumties  on  for- 
eigners, or  aflfect  the  rights  of  private  individuals  except  with  such 
consent? 

Ceision  of  territory. 

The  cession  of  territory  is  a  matter  "  in  regard  to  which  the 
practice  of  consulting  Parliament  has  varied  widely  from  time  to 
time" J  but  the  tendency  has  been  undoubtedly  in  the  direction  of 
obtaining  the  sanction  of  Parliament  more  regularly,  and  not  merely 
by  an  address  to  the  Crown,  or  a  vote  signifying  approval,  but  mak- 
ing the  treaty  or  convention  conditional  on  the  approval  of  Parlia- 
ment and  by  the  embodiment  of  the  provisions  relating  to  the  cession 
in  the  schedule  of  a  Statute. 

In  the  eighteenth  century  the  exercise  by  the  Crown  of  this  pre- 
rogative was  unauestioned,  but  ministers  might  suffer  if  a  mistake 
was  made.    Blackstone  says : 

A  king  may  make  a  treaty  witlf  a  foreign  state  which  shaU  irrevocably  bind 
the  nation ;  and  yet  when  such  treaties  have  been  Judged  pernicious,  impeach- 
ments have  pursued  those  ministers  by  whose  agency  or  advice  they  were 
concluded. 

In  1788. 

The  peace  of  1783  involved  not  merely  the  cession  of  Minorca  and 
Florida,  but  the  surrender  of  the  sovereignty  over  the  American 
colonies  to  those  who  had  up  to  that  time  been  subjects  of  the  Crown* 
No  statutory  sanction  was  obtained  for  these  cessions,  beyond  an 
act  which  empowered  the  King  to  conclude  a  peace  or  truce  with  the 
Colonies,  and  for  that  purpose  to  annul  or  suspend  any  Acts  of  Par- 
liament which  related  to  those  colonies.  Nothing  is  said  of  sur- 
render of  sovereignty  or  cession  of  territory.  In  the  Addresses^ 
moved  in  the  two  Houses,  of  thanks  to  the  King  for  the  conclusion 
of  peace  with  France,  Spain,  and  the  American  colonies.  Lord 
Loughborough  expressed  himself  as  convinced  that  the  King  had  ex- 
ceeded his  prerogative  by  the  cessions  of  territory  involved,  but  he 
was  flatly  contradicted  by  Lord  Thurlow.    No  one  in  either  House 
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followed  up  the  discussion  on  these  lines,  nor  do  the  noble  Lords 
themselves  appear  to  have  been  much  impressed  with  the  force  of 
their  own  arguments,  which  were  designed  for  party  ends. 

In  1854 — Suggested  Umltatioiis  of  prerogative. 

The  same  sort  of  question  was  raised  when  the  sovereignty  of  the 
Orange  Free  State  was  abandoned  in  1854,^  but  it  should  be  noted 
that  Sie  Attomey-Greneral,  Sir  A.  Cockburn,  expressly  defended  the 
transaction  on  the  ground  that  the  territory  in  question  had  been  ac- 
quired by  conquest.  He  drew  a  distincjbion  between  a  colony  so  ac- 
quired and  one  acquired  by  settlement,  or,  as  he  called  it,  "  by  oc- 
cupancy."   Under  such  circumstances 

he  was  aware  that  there  existed  considerable  difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  Crown  had  the  power  of  getting  rid  of  those  territories  otherwise  than  by 
an  Act  of  the  Legislature.  On  the  other  hand,  with  regard  to  colonies  acquired 
by  conquest  and  by  cession,  it  was  clear  that  the  Crown  had  an  undisput^  and 
absolute  sovereignty  over  them,  and  that  the  persons  there  did  not  acquire  any 
right  to  the  laws  and  institutions  of  this  country. 

The  cession  of  sovereignty  to  the  Orange  Free  State  took  place 
without  further  question,  but  the  limits  on  the  prerogative  in  this 
matter  have  been  since  then  from  time  to  time  considered  in  Parlia- 
ment or  discussed  by  eminent  legal  authorities.  Starting  from  the 
point  indicated  by  Sir  A.  Cockburn,  and  assuming  that  the  King 
may  cede  territory  acquired  by  conquest  or  cession,  it  has  been  main- 
tained that  his  powers  may  be  limited  even  in  the  case  of  such  ter- 
ritories if  they  have  been  the  subject  of  legislation  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  or  if  the  Bang,  by  his  own  act,  in  conferring  upon  them 
representative  institutions,  has  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  legislate  by 
Order  in  Coimcil.  The  prerogative  of  cession,  if  this  view  is  correct, 
would  be  coextensive  with  the  right  to  legislate  by  Order  in  Council. 

There  seems,  however,  to  be  a  consensus  of  opinion  that  at  the  close 
of  a  war,  and  for  the  purpose  of  concluding  a  peace,  the  prerogative 
of  cession  is  wider  than  it  would  be  in  time  of  peace. 

We  must  look  for  authority  to  judicial  decision  and  the  practice 
of  the  State,  and  this  practice  is  guided,  we  must  presume,  by  the 
opinions  of  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Cro:wn. 

Judicial  deoision. 

Of  judicial  opinion  there  is  but  little.  In  1876  a  case  came  before 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coimcil  on  appeal  from  the 
Hi^h  Court  of  Bombay.  That  Court  had  held,  for  the  purposes  of  a 
judgment  in  a  particular  case,  that  territory  had  been  ceded,  and  that 
the  Crown  haa  no  power  to  make  such  cession  in  time  of  peace  with- 
out consent  of  Parliament.  The  Judicial  Committee  reversed  the 
judgment  of  the  Indian  Court,  and  while  holding  that  what  had  taken 
place  did  not  amount  to  a  cession,  expressly  stated  that  their  Lord- 
ships entertained  grave  doubts  "  as  to  the  soundness  of  the  general 
abstract  doctrine  laid  down  "  on  this  question  of  the  prerogative  of 
cession. 

It  should  be  observed  that  this  is  an  Indian  Appeal,  and  I  believe 
that  there  is  a  mass  of  precedent  for  cession  of  territory  in  our  In- 
dian Empire,  to  which  no  Parliamentary  assent  was  given,  ranging 


^Hansard,  Srd  Series,  yol.  cxzxlii,  p.  82. 
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over  a  long  period  of  years  and  reaching  comparatively  recent  times. 
This  seems  to  show  that  we  cannot  draw  precedents  from  this  portion 
of  the  Eang's  dominions. 

Practice  of  State. 

There  remains  the  practice  of  the  State,  and  here  we  find  two  re- 
markable modem  instances  of  the  submission  to  Parliament  of  the 
terms  of  a  treaty  already  negotiated  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown- 
Case  of  HeUgoland. 

In  1890  Queen  Victoria,  in  concluding  a  treaty  with  the  Emperor  of 
Germany,  which  provided  among  other  things  for  the  cession  of 
Heligoland  to  the  Emperor,  was  advised  by  her  Ministers  to  make  the 
cession  conditional  on  the  approval  of  Parliament.  This  invitation  to 
Parliament  to  share  in  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  rights  of  the 
Crown,  and  therewith  to  assume  the  responsibilities  of  the  Executive, 
was  much  criticized  in  debate.  The  views  of  the  Opposition  were  thus 
forcibly  stated  by  Mr.  Gladstone: 

Tbere  is  one  tiling  which  I  think  is  still  higher  than  the  dicta  of  legal  authori- 
ties, in  this  important  question,  and  it  is  our  long,  uniform,  and  unbroken 
course  of  practice.  It  is  one  thing  to  stand  upon  the  opinion  of  an  ingenious  or 
even  a  learned  man;  it  is  another  thing  to  cite  the  authority  of  an  entire 
State,  signified  in  practical  conclusions,  after  debate  and  discussion  In  every 
possible  form,  all  bearing  in  one  direction  and  stamped  with  one  and  the  same 
character.  It  is  hardly  possible,  I  believe,  to  conceive  any  kind  of  territory — 
colonies  acquired  by  conquest,  colonies  acquired  by  settlement,  with  representa- 
tive institutions  or  without  representative  institutions — ^it  is  not  possible  to 
point  out  any  class  of  territory  where  you  cannot  show  cases  of  cession  by  the 
Crown  without  the  authority  of  Parliament* 

Mr.  Gladstone  was  doubtless  richt  in  his  statement  as  to  the  facts 
of  cession,  though  "debate  and  discussion"  can  hardly  be  said  to 
have  been  as  exhaustive  as  he  described  them.  Mr.  Balfour  spoke  of 
the  question  as  being  "in  a  nebulous  condition,"  but  asserted  that 
"eminent  legal  authorities  consulted  specifically"  had  maintained 
the  necessity  for  Parliamentary  assent.  Mr.  Goschen  admitted  that 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government  was  a  departure  from  practice, 
and  did  not  involve  the  proposition  "  that  the  assent  of  Parliament  is 
indispensable  to  treaty  making  or  even  to  a  cession  of  territory." 

The  Anglo-French  Conventioii. 

The  course  taken  in  1890  was  followed  in  the  case  of  the  Anglo- 
French  Convention  in  1904,  in  which  various  points  at  issue  between 
the  two  coimtries  were  settled  on  terms  which  involved  cessions  of  ter- 
ritory to  France.  No  question  was  raised  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, except  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  terms,  when  the  Bill  which 
embodied  the  Convention  was  under  discussion. 

We  seem,  then,  to  be  drawn  to  this  conclusion,  that  apart  from 
precedents  relating  to  Indian  territory,  it  has  of  recent  years  been 
thought  desirable,  if  not  necessary,  that  the  consent  of  Parliament 
should  be  given  to  the  cession  of  territory  in  time  of  peace.  Cessions 
made  at  the  conclusion  of  peace  or  in  course  of  a  war,  or  of  lands 
acquired  by  conquest  or  cession,  for  which  Parliament  has  not  legis- 
lated, and  for  which  the  King  has  not  by  his  own  act  deprived  him- 
self of  the  power  of  legislating  by  Order  in  Council,  would  seem  to 


t  Hansard,  voL  cccxlTii,  p.  764. 
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stand  on  a  different  footing.  We  can  but  follow  the  practice  of  the 
State,  and  this  must  be  taken  to  accord  with  the  best  legal  advice 
which  the  King's  Ministers  can  obtain. 

But  the  expediency  of  embodying  treaties  of  this  character  in 
Bills  submitted  to  Parliament  is  still  an  open  question.  Parliament 
can  always  express  its  disapproval  of  a  treaty,  or  Ministers  can,  if 
they  are  strong  enough  in  Parliamentary  support,  obtain  an  expres- 
sion of  approval.  It  may  be  doubted  whether  Ministers  ought  not 
to  be  prepared  to  accept  the  responsibility  of  the  exercise  of  the 
treaty-making  power  by  the  Crown,  and  whether  the  ratification  of 
a  treaty  should  be  dependent  upon  the  goodwill  of  a  popular  as- 
sembly. 

In  support  of  the  view  that  such  treaties  should  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  is  the  fact  that  cession  of  territory  necessarily  affects  the 
rights  and  duties  of  the  dwellers  on  the  ceded  territory.  It  affects 
their  nationality,  either  by  the  extinction  of  the  state  under  whose 
sovereignty  they  lived,  or  by  the  transfer  of  that  portion  of  the 
country  in  which  they  lived  to  another  soVereign.  Tne  first  case  is 
illustrated  by  the  transformation  of  the  Orange  Free  State,  an  in- 
<lependent  political  societv,  into  the  Oi'ange  River  Colony^  a  part  of 
the  King's  dominions.  Ithe  second  by  the  transfer  of  Heligoland 
from  England  to  Germany. 

In  the  first  case  it  is  usual  to  allow  those  who  would  avoid  their 
new  nationality  to  leave  the  conquered  state :  ^  in  the  second  case  pro- 
vision may  be  made  by  treaty  ok  otherwise  for  those  who  desire  it 
to  retain  their  old  nationality.  But  in  all  such  cases,  as  it  would 
seem,  specific  provision  must  be  made  if  the  effect  of  cession  in 
changing  the  nationality  of  the  dwellers  on  the  ceded  lands  is  to 
be  averted. 

And  the  King  by  cession  of  territory  can  not  only  change  the  na- 
tionality of  his  subjects,  but  can  affect  in  some  respects  their  civil 
rights.  Thus,  if  a  question  was  in  issue  between  an  inhabitant  of 
the  ceded  territory  and  his  Government  in  respect  to  rights  over 
land  in  that  territory,  the  remedy  of  the  inhabitant,  if  transferred 
at  all,  would  be  transferred  from  the  old  to  the  new  sovereign.* 
But  a  demand  in  the  nature  of  a  money  claim  against  the  old  ^v- 
emment,  even  if  it  were  a  part  of  the  public  debt,  could  only  be 
transferred  to  the  new  Government  by  the  terms  of  a  treaty,  or  by 
a  novation  involving  the  action  of  all  three  parties,  the  two  Gov- 
ernments and  the  claimant. 

Charges  on  subject — Changres  In  law. 

The  assumption  by  this  Government  of  any  portion  of  the  public 
debt  of  a  country  acquired  by  cession  would  lay  a  charge,  or  might 
do  so,  on  the  subjects  of  this  country,  and  a  definite  and  well-recog- 
nized limit  on  the  treaty-making  power  of  the  Crown  is  found  in  the 
rule  above  mentioned,  that  where  a  treaty  involves  a  charge  upon 
the  people,  or  a  change  in  the  general  law  of  the  land,  it  may  be 
made,  but  cannot  be  carried  into  effect  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

^  The  case  of  a  torelgaer,  naturalized  in  the  conquered  state,  who  has  not  loet  his  own 
nationality,  can  be  met  by  permission  to  declare  an  intention  to  retain  that  nationality, 
to  revert  to  his  domicile  of  origin,  and  remain,  a  foreigner,  in  the  conquered  state. 

•It  does  not  follow  that  they  would  be  transferred  at  all.  Cook  v.  Sprigg,  1899. 
A.  C.  57. 

121334— S.  Doc.  26,  6^-1 2 
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Treaties  which  thus  affect  the  rights  of  the  King's  subjects  are 
made  subject  to  the  aj)proval  of  Parliament,  and  are  submitted  for 
its  approval  before  ratification,  or  ratified  under  condition. 

Such  are  treaties  of  commerce  which  might  require  a  change  in  the 
character  or  the  amount  of  duties  charged  on  exported  or  imported 
goods :  or  extradition  treaties  which  confer  on  the  executive  a  power 
to  seize,  take  up,  and  hand  over  to  a  foreign  state  persons  who  have 
committed  crime  there  and  take  refuge  here.^ 

Grant  of  inunimitieB. 

The  right  of  the  Crown,  by  treaty  merely,  to  extend  to  foreigners 
immunities  from  the  law  of  the  land,  which  would  affect  the  private 
rights  of  citizens,  was  raised  in  the  case  of  the  Parlement  Belge,^ 

It  was  alleged  in  that  case  that  Queen  Victoria  had,  by  convention 
with  the  King  of  the  Belgians,  conferred  upon  a  ship,  assumed  by 
the  Court  to  be  a  private  ship  engaged  in  trade,  the  inmiunities  of 
a  public  ship,  or  snip  of  war,  so  as  to  disentitle  a  British  subject 
from  proceeding  against  her  for  injuries  sustained  in  a  collision.  Sir 
Robert  Phillimore  held  that  the  treaty-making  prerogative  did  not 
extend  this  length,  and  gave  judgment  against  the  ship.*  His  de- 
cision was  reversed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal*  but  on  a  different 
ground,  namely,  that  the  Parlement  Beige  mas  a  public  ship,  al- 
though not  a  ship  of  war,  being  used  for  a  national  purpose,  the 
transmission  of  mails.  The  Court  carefully  abstained  from  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  on  the  point  on  which  Sir  Robert  Phillimore 
mainly  rested  his  judgment. 

The  same  question  was  raised  and  evaded  in  Walker  v.  BairdJ^ 
The  working  of  a  lobster-factory  on  the  coast  of  Newfoundland  was 
stopped  by  an  officer  entrusted  with  the  enforcement  of  an  agree- 
ment made  between  the  Crown  and  the  Government  of  France.  The 
owner  of  the  factory  brought  an  action,  and  it  was  held  to  be  no 
defence  to  allege  that  the  conduct  of  the  officer  was  "an  act  of 
state."  Whether  or  no  it  could  be  justified  by  the  treaty-making 
power  of  the  Crown  was  discussed  but  not  settled,  inasmuch  as  the 
statement  of  defence  assumed  that  the  mere  allegation  that  the  acts 
were  done  in  pursuance  of  a  treaty  took  the  matter  out  of  the 
cognizance  of  the  Court.  This  was  not  the  view  of  the  Judicial 
Committee.    It  was  admitted  that  the  Crown 

could  not  sanction  an  invasion  by  its  officers  of  the  rights  of  private  individuals 
whenever  it  was  nec-essary  In  order  to  compel  obedience  to  the  terras  of  a 
treaty. 

Whether  the  power  contended  for  does  exist  in  the  case  of  treaties  of  peace, 
and  whether  if  so  it  exists  equally  in  cases  akin  to  a  treaty  of  peace,  or 
whether  in  both  or  either  of  these  cases  interference  with  private  rights  can  be 
authorized  otherwise  than  by  the  Legislature,  are  grave  questions  upon  which 
their  Lordships  do  not  find  It  necessary  to  express  an  opinion. 

»  Forsyth,  Cases  and  Opinions  in  Constitutional  Law,  3C9. 
»L.  R.  4  P.  D.   154-5. 
»L.   R.   4   P.   D.    154. 
*L.  R.  6  P.  D.  197. 
» [1892]   A.   C.  491. 
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THE  FOBEIGN  OFFICE  AND  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 


By  Sib  Fredebick  Pollock 


In  considering  the  relations  between  the  Foi'eign  Office  and  Parlia- 
ment three  points  of  view  must  be  distinguished:  that  of  strict 
legality,  that  of  constitutional  usage,  and  that  of  parliamentair  prac- 
tice not  reducible  to  rule.  Under  the  first  head  there  is  no  difference 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  any  other  department  of  which  a 
Secretary  of  State  is*  the  Chief.  Under  the  second  there  is  a  differ- 
ence, though  here,  as  in  all  other  matters  of  the  same  kind,  exact  defi- 
nition is  hardly  attainable.  Under  the  third  there  are  peculiar  fea- 
tures of  some  importance,  depending  not  on  the  formal  constitution 
of  the  department  but  on  the  nature  of  the  business  it  has  to  do. 

We  have  to  bear  in  mind  throughout  that  in  our  modern  constitu- 
tion there  are  two  quite  different  kinds  of  executive  power.  First, 
there  is  the  King's  old  undefined  authority,  so  far  as  it  has  not  been 
abrogated  or  limited  by  statutes  or  tacitly  abandoned  by  long  disuse ; 
this,  It  is  hardly  needful  to  state,  has  long  been  exercised  by  Ministers 
answerable  to  Parliament.  Then  there  is  the  long  and  still  increasing 
list  of  special  powers  conferred  by  Parliament  on  the  King  in  Coun- 
cil, on  Secretaries  of  State,  and  on  many  other  executive  officers  and 
administrative  bodies  for  purposes  of  both  central  and  local  govern- 
ment. In  the  Foreign  Office,  and  I  think  there  alone,  the  mam  part 
of  the  driving  power  is  supplied  by  the  ancient  common-law  preroga- 
tive; the  mechanism  of  Orders  in  Council  by  which  the  foreign  juris- 
diction of  the  Crown  is  worked  is  a  very  special  matter,  which  we 
have  not  to  consider  here.  In  some  departments,  as  in  the  Home 
Office,  we  find  a  mixture  of  the  two  methods  with  statutory  powers 
predominating.  Departments  of  recent  parliamentary  creation  like 
the  Local  Government  Board  derive  their  authority  wholly  from  the 
statutes  which  establish  them.  In  every  case,  however,  all  acts  of 
State  are  subject,  irrespective  of  their  iormal  character,  to  parlia- 
mentary criticism  and  control,  enforced,  in  the  last  resort,  by  the 
legal  right  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  refuse  supplies,  but  more 
conmionly  and  effectually  by  its  constitutional  power  of  dismissing  a 
Government  in  which  it  has  ceased  to  have  confidence. 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  is  in  exactly  the  same 
position,  in  point  of  law,  as  the  other  Secretaries  of  State.  Any  one 
of  them  can  perform  the  duties  of  any  other,  and  this  power  is  often 
found  convenient  for  the  transaction  of  minor  departmental  business, 
for  all  the  Secretaries  of  State  cannot  always  be  at  their  posts.  The 
Secretaries  of  State  "  are  all  appointed,  as  the  single  Secretary  of 
State  formerly  was,  by  mere  delivery  to  them  of  the  seals  of  office, 
each  being  capable  in  point  of  law  of  performing  the  duties  of  all  the 
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departments."  So  it  was  declared  in  1855  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Harrison  v.  Bvsh^  5  E.  &  B.,  p.  352,  which 
further  points  out  that  transfer  to  another  Secretary  of  State's  de- 
partment is  therefore  not  such  acceptance  of  a  new  office  of  profit 
under  the  Crown  as  vacates  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons.  (See 
for  a  further  account,  Anson,  "  The  Law  and  Custom  of  the  Con- 
stitution," Vol.  2,  Pt.  1,  163-168.)  Technically  there  are  not  sev- 
eral offices,  but  joint  holders  of  one  office,  and  the  distribution  of 
work  among  them  (except  where  affected  by  special  statutory  provi- 
sions) is  only  matter  of  administrative  arrangement.  Moreover, 
there  is  no  difference  in  legal  quality  between  one  executive  act  and 
another,  however  widely  the  degrees  of  their  importance  may  differ. 
Declaration  of  war  upon  a  Great  Power,  conclusion  of  an  extradition 
treaty  with  a  Central  American  State,  appointment  of  a  vice-consul, 
are  all  the  King's  acts  within  his  lawful  authority,  performed  bv  the 
Secretary  of  State  as  his  servant;  and  courts  of  justice  knew  notning 
more  about  them,  nor  in  particular  what  the. House  of  Commons 
may  have  to  say  to  any  of  them  or  the  possible  political  consequences. 
We  may,  therefore,  dismiss  the  strictly  legal  aspect  as  not  relevant  to 
our  question. 

In  the  matter  of  constitutional  usage,  the  King's  relation  to  his 
Ministers  is  the  main  point.    He  is  bound  to  follow  their  considered 
advice,  but  he  is  entitled  to  have  full  information  of  all  important 
proceedings  and  to  discuss  ministerial  proposals  in  the  light  of  that 
information.    The  Sovereign's  right  is  the  same  in  all  departments, 
but  with  regard  to  the  Foreign  Omce  its  exercise  is  of  peculiar  impor- 
tance by  reason  of  the  King's  special  facilities  for  semi-official  com- 
munication with  foreign  princes  and  rulers  and  their  envoys  per- 
sonally accredited  to  him.    Such  communications  are  made  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  or  both. 
Thus  the  Sovereign  has  in  this  department  a  considerable  field  for 
using  legitimate  influence  and  giving  personal  assistance  to  his  Min- 
isters ;  but  they  alone  are  answerable  in  Parliament  for  whatever  ac- 
tion is  finally  taken,  and  the  rule  that  the  Sovereign's  name  must 
not  be  introduced  in  parliamentary  discussion  is  no  less  applicable 
here  than  in  all  other  affairs  of  State.    In  particular,  the  King  sees 
all  important  outgoing  despatches ;  Queen  Victoria  was  very  firm  on 
this  point,  and  rightly  (Anson,  op,  ciL  43.  44).    The  residual  execu- 
tive power  of  the  Crown — that  is,  in  moaern  practice,  of  the  Cabi- 
net— is  greater  in  foreign  affairs  than  in  any  otner  branch  of  govern- 
ment.   Even  the  cession  of  British  territory  is  still  formally  within 
the  prerogative.    In  1890  Parliament  was  consulted  by  the  Unionist 
Government  of  the  day  when  Heligoland  was  ceded  to  Germany: 
Mr.  Gladstone  protested  that  this  was  an  innovation,  but  it  seems 
likely  that  the  precedent  will  hold  in  the  future.    (For  details  see  An- 
son, op.  cit,^  Pt.  2,  106^7.)     War  and  peace,  the  making  of  treaties, 
participation  in  international  conferences  and  ratification  of  the 
resulting  conventions,  the  constitution  and  administration  of  the 
diplomatic  service,  are  all  in  the  executive  department ;  there  is  no  co- 
ordinate authority  resembling  that  of  the  Senate  in  the  United  States. 
Treaties  are  executed  in  the  King's  name  under  the  Great  Seal, 
and  when  the  negotiations  have  been  carried  on  by  a  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment (now  a  recognized  practice  in  matters  of  commercial  relations 
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between  some  of  the  Dominions  and  foreign  countries)  this  makes 
no  difference  to  the  form.    All  is  ultimately  subject,  of  course,  to  par- 
liamentary criticism  and  censure;  but  there  is  no  custom  or  under- 
standing that  Parliament  shall  be  consulted  beforehand  in  any  class 
of  foreign  affairs.    It  is  to  be  observed  that  down  to  the  end  of  the 
nineteenth  century  it  was  the  tradition  of  British  foreign  policy  not 
to  enter  into  any  definite  alliance  in  time  of  peace,  and  therefore  no 
need  was  felt  for  any  special  safeguard  in  that  direction.    Obviously 
no  prudent  Ministry  would  venture  on  any  new  departure  in  foreign 
pohcy  without  being,  in  one  way  or  another,  assured  of  its  ground. 
Certainly  it  may  be  said,  and  I  think  with  too  much  truth,  that  atten- 
tion to  these  matters  in  the  House  of  Commons  has  been  neither  so 
continuous  nor  so  competent  as  it  ought  to  have  been.    That  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  system.    Ignorance  and  indifference  in  the  House 
merely  reflect  the  same  state  of  mind  in  the  constituencies.    There  has 
always  been  a  croup  of  well-informed  members ;  in  the  last  genera- 
tion, for  example,  Lord  Arthur  Russell,  Cartwright,  Kinglake,  Grant 
Duff;  but  they  have  never  been  numerous  or  made  nmch  impression 
on  the  public.    In  the  case  of  one  man  rather  junior  to  these,  Sir 
Charles  Dilke,  exceptional  command  of  knowledge  in  this  kind  was 
joined  with  a  large  measure  of  general  parliamentary  ability  and 
popular  as  well  as  expert  statesmanship.     I  do  not  remember  any 
other  such  case.    The  mass  of  electors  Imow  very  little  and  care  less 
about  anything  that  does  not  visibly  come  home  to  them  at  their  own 
doors;  and  it  is  not  only  the  Foreign  Office  that  for  this  reason  lacks 
the  tonic  of  rational  criticism.    Indian  affairs  are  in  no  better  plight, 
although  the  conditions  are  in  some  ways  more  favourable. 

All  things  considered,  the  directors  of  British  foreign  policy  for 
flie  last  twenty  or  thirty  years  rather  deserve  commendation  for  their 
success  in  keeping  in  touch  with  public  opinion  so  far  as  there  can 
be  said  to  be  any  j)ublic  opinion.  Right  or  wrong,  the  anti-Russian 
diplomacy  of  the  nineteentn  century  was  not  unpopular;  rightly,  as 
almost  all  of  us  think,  the  Entente  policy  of  later  years,  and  our 
cordial  relations  with  the  United  States,  have  been  popular. 

As  for  the  charges  made  against  the  Foreign  Office  in  general 
terms  of  involving  the  nation  in  onerous  engagements  without  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  Parliament,  I  do  not  believe  they  have  ever 
been  verified  in  our  time.  The  nearest  approach  to  an  example  is  the 
defensive  treaty  with  Japan.  Its  conclusion,  as  was  well  known 
at  the  time  or  shortly  afterwards,  was  a  matter  of  urgency ;  there 
was  no  serious  opposition  when  it  was  published,  and  the  wisdom  of 
making  it  has  been  abundantly  justified  by  events. 

Coming  now  to  the  relations  between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
House  01  Commons  in  current  parliamentary  usage,  apart  from  any 
legal  or  constitutional  question  we  find  that  the  lack  of  general 
intelligence  and  comprehension  already  noted  has  led  to  mucli  time 
being  wasted  on  petty  curiosity  and  carping  censure  of  details  with 
small  profitable  results.  The  Department  is  in  a  special  manner 
exposea  to  captious  questionings  by  the  nature  of  the  work  it  has  to 
do.  Our  Minister  here  and  our  envoys  abroad  are  in  constant  com- 
munication with  foreign  Governments  and  inevitably  possessed  to 
some  extent  of  other  people's  secrets  as  well  as  our  own ;  and  to  that 
extent  reticence  is  a  matter,  not  of  policy,  but  of  obligation.   It  is  easy 
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to  say  there  ought  to  be  no  secrets,  but  no  man  can  say  it  advisedly^ 
and  honestly  who  is  acquainted  at  first  hand  with  the  conduct  of  any  ' 
kind  of  important  business,  public  of  private.  Is  there  any  political 
association,  shipping  or  railway  company,  or  any  corporate  body 
with  interests  beyond  a  narrow  local  radius  whose  directors  would 
consent  to  hold  office  on  the  terms  of  being  boimd  to  inform  all 
their  members,  let  alone  the  "public  at  large,  of  the  details  of  all  their 
transactions  at  every  stage  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  nothing  gets 
done — ^hardly  so  much  as  a  private  marriage  settlement  or  a  contract 
for  the  sale  of  a  few  acres — without  informal  preliminary  talk  and 
correspondence,  of  which  great  part — as  it  is  not,  and  is  not  meant 
to  be,  binding  on  either  party — is  not  recorded.  If  foreign  rulers 
had  to  be  warned  that  whatever  passes  between  their  representatives 
and  ours  is  liable  to  be  called  for  m  the  House  of  Commons,  and  must 
be  produced  if  demanded,  the  House  would  soon  find  that  the  amount 
of  mformation  at  its  disposal  was  very  small  indeed.  Under  any 
system  of  government  the  department  of  foreign  affairs. is  imique 
in  that  it  exists  for  the  special  purpose  of  communication  and  co- 
operation— and  not  only  in  political,  but  in  commercial  and  other 
strictly  business  matters — ^with  independent  Powers  over  whom  it  has 
no  control,  and  whose  confidences  it  is  bound  to  receive  and  respect 
as  the  first  condition  of  obtaining  any  result  at  all. 

I  must  not  pursue  this  topic  further,  but  of  two  things  I  am  sure. 
One  is  that  the  cry  for  what  is  called  democratic  control  of  foreign 
policy  is  rooted  in  the  wholly  fallacious  assumption  that  democratic 
States  are  uniformly  or  eminently  pacific  in  their  external  relations; 
the  other  that,  if  those  who  demand  it  could  have  had  their  way 
during  the  last  twenty  or  thirty  yeai-s,  we  should  more  than  once 
have  been  in  imminent  peril  of  war  with  at  least  one  of  our  present 
allies. 

There  is  yet  another  substantial  reason  for  the  position  of  the 
Foreign  Office  in  face  of  the  House  of  Commons  being  peculiar;  the 
intimate  connection  of  the  Foreign  Secretary's  work  with  the  Prime 
Minister's.  The  Government  is  responsible  for  all  departmental 
action,  but  in  a  very  special  manner  for  that  of  the  Foreign  Office 
as  being  wholly  executive  and  to  a  large  extent  discretionary. 
Therefore  the  Prime  Minister,  as  the  head  and  front  of  Ministerial 
responsibility,  has  to  be  in  constant  and  particularly  close  touch  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  Other  departments,  per- 
forming administrative  duties  under  statutory  regulations,  can  and 
do  run  of  themselves  for  most  of  their  ordinary  purposes;  not  so 
the  Foreign  Office.  In  practice,  under  our  normal  scheme  of  Cabinet 
Government  (for  it  is  too  soon  to  generalise  from  war  conditions, 
nor  is  this  the  occasion  to  speculate  on  eventual  permanent  changes), 
the  direction  of  foreign  affairs  is  much  more  with  the  Premier  and 
the  Foreign  Secretary  than  with  the  Cabinet  as  a  whole.  Here  is 
an  independent  ground,  and  a  good  one,  for  parliamentary  vigi- 
lance. But  that  vigilance  can  not  be  exercised  to  good  effect  with- 
out adequate  information  (I  do  not  mean  information  of  secret  mat- 
ters) and  enlightened  intelligence.  Neither  can  we,  on  the  whole, 
expect  Members  of  Parliament  to  be  more  instructed  or  interested 
in  foreign  or  other  affairs  than  their  constituents  require  them  to  be. 
We  come  round,  therefore,  to  the  need  for  educating  public  opinion ; 
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to  this  end  the  press  can  do  something,  perhaps  much ;  but  the  only 
sure  way  is  to  begin  the  process  in  our  schools.  Modern  history 
must  finally  cease  to  be  a  secondary  and  dull  examination  subject 
ending  with  the  Congress  of  Vienna!  Here  again,  however,  tempta- 
tion to  digress  must  be  resisted. 

One  inunediate  plan  for  the  better  instruction  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  formation  of  a  standing  committee  on  foreign  affairs 
in  which  all  parties  should  be  represented,  has  able  advocates.  I 
have  not  such  acquaintance  with  parliamentary  procedure  as  would 
justify  me  in  expressing  any  confident  opinion  of  its  working.  But, 
in  Wew  of  the  promised  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  1  would 
humbly  submit  fliat  it  may  be  fit  for  consideration  whether,  if  any 
such  committee  is  desirable  and  practicable  as  an  official  institution, 
it  might  not  be  to  the  public  advantage  to  make  it  a  joint  committee 
of  both  Houses. 

"SECRET  DIPLOMACY." 

[From  Jenks:  The  Government  of  the  British  Empire.] 

A  more  serious  question  arises  in  connection  with  "secret  diplo- 
macy" generally,  that  is,  the  conduct  of  foreign  negotiations  un- 
known to  Parliament  or  people,  which  may  involve  me  Empire  in 
the  gravest  responsibilities.  It  is,  of  course,  true,  that  no  such  nego- 
tiations which  involve  any  alteration  in  the  law  can  be  effective  until 
they  have  been  sanctioned  by  Act  of  Parliament;  such,  for  example, 
as  the  Foreign  Copyright  Acts,  which  gave  effect  to  the  various 
"conventions^'  witli  foreign  countries  on  that  subject.  It  is  true, 
also,  that,  by  refusing  to  vote  the  money  necessary  to  carry  out  obli- 
gations thus  incurred.  Parliament  can,  in  effect,  render  them  inopera- 
tive. But  the  Crown  is,  by  the  law  of  the  Constitution,  the  sole 
representative  of  the  Empire  to  the  outside  world ;  and  to  repudiate 
negotiations  entered  into  in  its  name  would  deal  a  severe  blow  at 
British  reputation  and  credit  abroad,  while,  even  in  such  vital  mat- 
ters as  the  cession  of  territory  and  the  declaration  of  war  and  the 
conclusion  of  peace,  the  Crown  claims  the  legal  right  of  acting  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament. 

In  practice,  no  doubt,  the  position  is  not  so  dangerous  as  it  seems. 
For  Forei^  Ministers  have  a  wholesome  dread  of  Parliamentary 
condemnation;  while  the  necessity  for  the  formal  approval  of  a 
treaty  by  Parliament,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  is  attended  by  some  serious  drawbacks.  The  same  objection 
applies  to  aU  open  negotiations.  Crises  which,  if  handled  confiden- 
tially, can  be  discreetly  averted,  are  apt  to  become  distinctly  more 
unmanageable  when  they  are  discussed  in  public  with  the  aid  of 
an  excited  Pre^,  bent  on  arousing  the  passions  of  its  readers.  The 
^mest  proposition  for  dealing  with  what  is,  admittedly,  a  difficult 
problem  in  statesmanship,  appears  to  be  the  appointment,  at  the 
commencement  of  each  Parliament,  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  composed  of  representatives  of  all  parties,  to  which  the 
Foreign  Secretary  should  continually  report  in  confidence  the  prog- 
ress of  international  negotiations.  A  seat  on  such  a  committee  would 
naturally  be  an  object  of  ambition  with  the  ablest  members  of  both 
HouseK.    It  need  not  contain  members  of  the  Government;  for  the 
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Cabinet,  at  least,  would  be  even  more  intimately  in  touch  with  the 
working  of  the  Foreign  Office.  It  might  have  power,  which  would, 
naturally,  only  be  exercised  in  grave  matters,  of  addressing  the 
Crown  directly  upon  any  tendencies  in  international  affairs  which 
appeared  to  it  to  be  dangerous.  In  the  last  resort,  it  might  have 
power  to  report  to  either  House,  which,  in  joint  or  separate  session, 
open  or  secret,  as  might  be  determined,  would  be  able  to  consider  and 
act  upon  the  report.  Such  a  committee,  if  wisely  selected,  would 
combme  the  wisdom  and  authority  of  a  Council  of  Elder  Statesmen 
with  the  popular  mandate  of  a  representative  body. 

TBEATY-MAKING  POWEBS   OF   THE   DOMINIONS 

[Contributed  by  the  Hon.  Sir  C.  Hibbert  Tuppi»,  K.  C.  M.  G.,  K.  C,  M.  P.] 
[From  Journal  of  the  Society  of  Comparative  Legislation,  January,  1917.] 

Section  132  of  the  British  North  America  Act,  18G7,  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

Tlie  Parliament  and  Government  of  Canada  shall  have  all  powers  necessary 
or  proper  for  performing  the  obligations  of  Canada  or  of  any  Province  thereof^ 
as  part  of  the  British  Empire,  towards  foreign  countries,  arising  under  treaties 
between  the  Empire  and  such  foreign  countries. 

The  development  of  the  rights  of  the  Dominions  in  connection  with 
the  treaty  power  is  illustrated  by  the  political  history  of  Canada 
since  the  above  legislation,  when  this  Dominion  was  created. 

The  constitutional  power  of  the  so-called  Imperial  Parliament  is 
not  now  used  to  compel  its  commercial  policy  with  other  countries 
to  be  adopted  in  the  Dominions.  The  self-governing  Colonies  after 
considerable  demur  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office  are  permitted 
to  regulate  their  own  trade  policy,  subject  always  to  this,  that  it  be 
not  such  as  to  infringe  upon  obligations  incurred  by  the  Mother 
Coimtry  in  her  treaties. 

The  delegation  of  the  treaty-making  power. — International 
law  undoubtedly  requires  a  Sovereign  Power  in  the  completion  of  a 
treaty.  This  right,  however,  can  oe  delegated,  the  responsibility 
remaining  of  course  with  the  Sovereign  Power  to  the  same  extent  as 
for  the  acts  of  any  other  public  accredited  agents  of  the  Crown. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Legislature  in  any  Dominion  is  free  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  to  pass  laws  necessary  to  give  effect  to  a  treaty 
entered  into  between  the  British  Government  and  any  foreign  power, 
but  in  which  such  Colony  has  a  direct  interest. 

While  the  principle  obtained  that  the  negotiation  of  treaties  with 
foreign  powers,  being  a  matter  of  Imperial  concern,  should  be  con- 
ducted only  by  agents  specially  authorised  by  the  Crown,  and  by 
ministers  directly  responsible  to  the  British  jParliament,  on  many 
occasions  in  the  negotiation  of  treaties  between  Her  Majesty  and  the 
United  States  of  America  which  have  a  special  bearing  upon  Cana- 
dian interests,  Canada  has  been  directly  represented,  and  latterly 
Canada  has  conducted  negotiations  directly  with  foreign  Govern- 
ments. 

The  history  of  the  gradual  development  of  this  power  may  be 
traced  with  advantage.^ 

^The  following:  historical  review  is  taken  largely  from  The  Kingdom  Papers  published 
by  Mr.  Ewart,  K.  C,  of  the  Canadian  Bar. 
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The  desike  for  independent  negotiations. — In  1870  a  motion  was 
introduced  in  the  Canadian  House  of  Conunons  for  an  address  to  the 
Governor  General  to  urge  the  expediency  of  obtaining  from  the 
Imperial  Government  powers  to  enable  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  to  enter  into  direct  communication  with  other  British 
possessions,  and  with  foreign  powers,  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  Canada  abroad.  An  amendment  was 
carried  deprecating  any  attempt  to  enter  into  treaties  with  foreign 


by 

ments." 

In  1871  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Prime  Minister  of  Canada,  was 
appointed  a  Plenipotentiary  of  Her  late  Majesty  on  a  Joint  High 
Commission  with  the  United  States  of  America  which  inter  alia  con- 
cerned the  Atlantic  fisheries  of  Canada.  He  was  one  of  several  others 
appointed  who,  as  he  put  it,  were  "  Englishmen  having  little  or  no 
interest  in  Canada,"  but  he  made  it  a  sinaqua  non  that  the  provision 
of  any  Convention  relating  to  Canadian  interests  would  be  inopera- 
tive until  ratified  by  the  Canadian  Parliament.  The  correspondence 
(published  since  his  death)  between  Sir  John  and  his  Government  at 
Ottawa  clearly  establishes  that  he  surmounted  many  difficulties  with 
his  British  colleagues,  and  that  but  for  him  the  Treaty  of  Wash- 
ington (1872)  would  have  failed  in  securing  the  assent  of  the  Cana- 
dian Parliament. 

In  the  years  1871,  1872,  and  1873  correspondence  took  place 
between  the  Imperial  and  Australian  Governments,  with  a  view  to 
the  modification  of  the  treaty-making  power,  so  as  to  enable  the 
principal  Colonies  of  Great  Britain  to  make  reciprocal  trade  arrange- 
ments with  foreign  States.  The  Imperial  Government  did  not 
surrender  prerogative  rights,  but  consented  to  such  a  modification 
of  the  existing  practice  as  would  place  the  Australian  Colonies  in 
a  position  towards  each  other  similar  to  that  of  the  Provinces  which 
form  part  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  This  concession  was  em- 
bodiea  in  the  Australian  Colonies  Duties  Act,  1878. 

In  1874  the  Hon.  George  Brown,  a  Canadian  statesman,  was 
appointed  as  one  of  two  l^lenipotentiaries  to  negotiate  a  treaty 
with  the  United  States  with  reference  to  commerce,  navigation,  and 
fisheries.  Canada  had  an  equal  voice  in  the  negotiations,  but  no 
treaty  resulted. 

Mr.  Brown's  biographer  writes : 

This  mode  of  representation  was  insisted  upon  by  the  Mackenzie  Govern- 
ment, in  view  of  the  unsatisfactory  results  of  the  negotiations  of  1871,  when 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  as  one  commissioner  out  of  six,  made  a  gallant  but  un- 
successful fight  for  the  rights  of  Canada.* 

In  1879,  in  connection  with  the  appointment  of  a  High  Com- 
missioner in  London,  the  Canadian  Government  expressed  the 
opinion  to  the  British  Government: 

that  the  very  large,  and  rapidly  augmenting,  commerce  of  Canada,  and  in- 
creasing extent  of  her  trade  with  foreign  nations,  is  proving  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  direct  negotiations  with  them  for  the  proper  protection  of  her  interests. 
In  most  of  the  treaties  of  commerce  entered  into  by  England,  reference  has 

^  John  Lewis :  Life  of  George  Brown,  p.  227. 
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only  been  had  to  their  effect  on  the  U«ited  Kingdom,  and  the  Ck>loDies  are  ex- 
cluded from  their  operation,  a  fact  which  has-been  attended  with  most  un- 
fortunate results  to  Canada  as  relates  to  France.  .  .  .  The  Canadian  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  submit  that  when  needs  occasion  such  negotiations  to  be  under- 
taken, Her  Majesty's  Government  should  advise  Her  Majesty  specially  to  ac- 
credit the  representative  of  Canada  to  the  foreign  Court,  by  association,  for  the 
special  object,  with  the  resident  Minister  or  other  Imperial  negotiator. 

Canadian  plenipotentiaries.— Sir  A.  T.  Gait,  the  Canadian  High 
Commissioner,  commenced  his  diplomatic  activities  (1879)  with  an 
attempt  at  negotiations  with  Spain.  But  he  could  do  nothing.  He 
had  to  communicate  through  the  British  Ambassador,  and  as  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  (subsequently  Prime  Minister  of  Canada)  quoted 
him: 

He  said  that  he  found  himself  greatly  hampered  in  discharging  the  duties 
imposed  upon  him  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  because  he  only  stood  in  the 
position  of  a  commercial  commissioner,  and  it  was  necessary  that  aU  his 
negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Spain  should  he  filtered  through  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  the  Court  of  Madrid. 

In  1880  and  1881  correspondence  passed  between  Sir  A.  T.  Gait, 
on  behalf  of  Canada,  and  the  Colonial  and  Foreign  Offices.  The 
Imperial  Government  consented  that  the  Government  of  Canada 
should  hereafter  be  relieved  from  the  obligation  of  any  new  treaties 
with  foreign  powers  to  which  objection  was  taken;  that  Canada 
should  have  the  option  of  acceptance  or  refusal ;  and  that  her  High 
Commissioner  should  be,  as  far  as  practicable,  associated  with  the 
Imperial  agents  in  the  negotiation  of  all  foreign  treaties  in  which 
Canada  was  interested. 

Sir  Charles  Tupper,  a  member  of  the  Canadian  Government,  was 
appointed  in  1883  (also  in  1888)  co-plenipotentiary,  with  Imperial 
representatives,  to  conduct  negotiations  with  Spain,  likewise  in  the 
latter  year  to  negotiate  with  the  United  States ;  and  again  in  1892-3 
to  regulate  commercial  relations  between  Canada  and  France  re- 
specting customs  tariffs. 

In  1882  Mr.  Edward  Blake  moved  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
following  resolution : 

That  it  is  expedient  to  obtain  all  necessary  powers  to  enable  Her  Majesty, 
through  her  representative,  the  Governor-General  of  Canada,  acting  by  and 
with  the  advice  of  the  Queen's  Privy  Council  for  Canada,  to  enter,  by  an  agent 
or  representative  of  Canada,  into  direct  communication  with  any  British  posses- 
sion or  foreign  State,  tor  the  purpose  of  negotiating  commercial  arrangements 
tending  to  the  advantage  of  Canada,  subject  to  the  prior  consent  or  the  sub- 
sequent approval  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  signitied  by  Act. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  leader  of  the  Canadian  Government,  said 
in  reply  that  by  Canada  demanding  power  to  enter  into  direct  nego- 
tiations with  foreign  countries  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  com- 
mercial arrangements,  "this  means  separation  and  independence." 

In  1887,  at  the  Colonial  Conference  of  that  year,  Sir  Dillon  Bell 
(New  Zealand)  proposed 

that  Colonial  Governments  should  be  allowed  to  negotiate  commercial  treaties 
with  foreign  powers  under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassadors at  foreign  courts. 

Mr.  Batard's  criticisms. — Sir  Charles  Tupper,  when  Minister  of 
Finance  for  Canada,  received  from  Mr.  Bayard  (Secretary  of  State 
for  United  States)  a  letter  (May  31,  1887)  marked  "  Personal  and 
unofficial,"  agreeing  to  oral  negotiations  between  Canada  and  the 
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States.  The  following  are  passages  from  Mr.  Bayard's  letter  which 
indicate  a  departure  from  former  diplomatic  procedure  when  the 
"filtering"  through  the  British  Ambassador  at  Madrid  was  neces- 
sary in  dealing  with  Spain. 

In  the  very  short  interview  afforded  by  your  visit,  I  referred  to  the  embar- 
rassment arising  out  of  the  gradual  emancipation  of  Canada  from  the  control  of 
the  Mother  Country,  and  the  consequent  assumption  by  that  community  of  at- 
tributes of  autonomous  and  separate  sovereignty,  not,  however,  distinct  from 
the  Empire  of  Great  Britain. 

The  awkwardness  of  tliis  imperfectly  developed  sovereignty  is  felt  most 
strongly  by  the  United  States,  which  can  not  have  formal  treaty  relations  with 
Canada,  except  indirectly  and  as  a  colonial  dependency  of  the  British  Crown; 
and  nothing  could  better  illustrate  the  embarrassment  arising  from  this  amor- 
phous condition  of  things  than  the  volumes  of  correspondence  published,  sever- 
ally, this  year,  relating  to  the  fisheries,  by  the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and 
the  Government  of  the  Dominion. 

The  time  lost  in  this  circumlocution,  although  often  most  regrettable,  was  the 
least  part  of  the  difficulty,  and  the  Indirectness  of  appeal  and  reply  Was  the  most 
serious  feature,  ending,  as  it  did,  very  unsatisfactorily. 

It  is  evident  that  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the  inhabitants  of 
Canada  and  those  of  the  United  States  has  grown  into  too  vast  proportions  to  be 
exposed  much  longer  to  this  wordy  triangular  duel,  and  more  direct  and 
responsible  methods  should  be  resorted  to. 

I  presume  you  will  be  personally  constituted  a  plenipotentiary  of  Great 
Britain  to  arrange  here,  with  whomsoever  may  be  selected  to  represent  the 
United  States,  terms  of  arrangement  for  a  modus  vivcndi  to  meet  present 
emergencies  and  also  a  permanent  plan  to  avoid  all  future  disputes. 

The  gravity  of  the  present  conditions  of  affairs  between  our  two  countries 
demands  entire  frankness. 

I  feel  we  stand  at  "  the  parting  of  the  ways."  In  one  direction  I  can  see  a 
well-assured,  steady,  healthful  relationship,  devoid  of  petty  jealousies,  and 
lUled  with  the  fruits  of  a  prosperity  arising  out  of  a  friendship  cemented  by 
mutual  Interests,  and  enduring  because  based  upon  justice;  on  the  other,  a 
<»areer  of  embittered  rivalries,  staining  our  long  frontier  with  the  hues  of 
hostlUty,  in  which  victory  means  the  destruction  of  an  adjacent  prosperity 
without  gain  to  the  prevalent  party — a  mutual  physical  and  moral  deteriora- 
tion which  ought  to  be  abliorrent  to  patriots  on  both  sides,  and  which  I  am  sure 
no  two  men  will  exert  themselves  more  to  prevent  than  the  parties  to  this 
unofficial  correspondence. 

The  roundabout  manner  in  which  the  correspondence  on  the  fisheries  has 
been  necessarily  (perhaps)  conducted  has  brought  us  into  a  new  fishing  season, 
and  the  period  of  possible  friction  is  at  hand,  and  this  admonishes  us  that 
prompt  action  is  needed. 

I  am  prepared,  therefore,  to  meet  the  authorized  agents  of  Great  Britain  at 
this  capital  at  the  earliest  possible  day,  and  enter  upon  negotiations  for  a  set- 
tlement of  all  differences. 

In  replying,  Sir  Charles  said  (June  10,  1887) : 

I  note  particularly  your  suggestions  that  as  the  interests  of  Canada  are  so 
Immediately  concerned,  Her  Majesty's  Government  should  be  Invited  to  depute 
a  Canadian  statesman  to  negotiate  with  you  "  a  modus  Vivendi "  to  meet 
present  emergencies,  and  also  a  "permanent  plan  to  avoid  all  disputes,"  and 
I  feel  no  doubt  that  a  negotiation  thus  undertaken  would  greatly  increase  the 
prospects  of  a  satisfactory  solution. 

I  say  this,  not  because  I  believe  that  there  has  been  any  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Government  to  postpone  Canadian  interests  to  its  own,  or  to 
retard  by  needless  delay  a  settlement  desired  by  and  advantageous  to  the 
people  of  Canada  and  of  the  United  States,  but  because  I  have  no  doubt  that 
direct  personal  communication  wiU  save  valuable  time  and  render  each  side 
better  able  to  comprehend  the  needs  and  the  position  of  the  other. 

In  the  result  an  arrangement  was  made  for  a  conference  at  which 
all  outstanding  questions  between  the  two  countries,  including  the 
Behring  Sea  seal  fisheries,  the  Alaska  boundarj^  and  the  Atlantic 
fisheries  were  to  be  discussed,  and  if  possible  disposed  of. 
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Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  later  on  appointed  a  joint  Plenipotentiary 
with  Mr.  Chamberlain  and  Sir  Lionel  Sackville  West,  the  British 
Minister  in  Washington.  This  resulted  in  a  treaty  settling  the  dis- 
pute over  the  Atlantic  fisheries,  and  in  a  letter  of  February  18,  1888, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  wrote  to  Sir  Charles  as  follows : 

I  congratulate  you  most  lieartily  on  the  result  of  our  labours,  which  is  so 
largely  due  to  your  knowledge,  tact,  and  firmness.  In  my  opinion  you  have 
done  enormous  serrice  to  Canada  and  Great  Britain. 

If  the  treaty  be  adopted  it  will  remove  the  long-standing  causes  of  irritation 
between  the  Dominion  and  the  United  States,  and  pave  the  way  for  more  com- 
plete intercourse  of  all  kinds. 

Action  of  the  Canadian  parlia^ient. — On  February  18,  1889,  Sir 
Richard  Cartwright,  then  in  opposition,  moved  in  the  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada : 

1.  Tliat  it  has  become  a  matter  of  extreme  importance  to  the  well-being  of  tlie 
people  of  this  Dominion  that  the  Government  and  Parliaments  of  Canada  should 
acquire  the  power  of  negotiating  commercial  treaties  with  foreign  States. 

2.  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  she 
will  empower  her  Representative,  the  Governor-General  of  Canada,  acting  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  the  Queen's  Privy  Council  for  Canada,  to  enter,  by  an 
agent  or  representative  of  Canada,  into  direct  communication  with  any  foreign 
State  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  commercial  arrangements  tending  to  the 
advantage  of  Canada,  subject  to  the  prior  consent  or  subsequent  approval  of 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  signified  by  Act. 

He  said  in  support  of  this  that  Canada  needed  the  power  to  ne- 
gotiate her  own  commercial  treaties,  and  that  Canada  required  in 
certain  cases,  at  all  events,  "  the  right  to  appoint  and  to  maintain 
agents  of  her  own,  responsible  to  her  Parliament  and  responsible  to 
her  people,  who  will  know  better  than  those  of  any  other  country 
can  do  what  are  the  real  wants  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  who 
will  keep  our  Govermrienrinformed  of  the  feelings  of  other  nations.'^ 

In  reply,  Mr.  Foster  (now  Sir  George  Foster,  Minister  of  Trade 
and  Commerce  for  Canada)  said : 

We  find  an  increasing  liberality  in  these  matters,  until  we  come  to  our 
position  as  it  exists  to-day,  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  High  Commissioner 
in  London,  was  not  only  allowed,  as  representing  Canada,  to  take  part  in  the 
negotiations  for  a  treaty  at  Madrid  with  Spain  and  the  Spanish  West  Indies^ 
but  was  nominated  as  a  co-plenipotentiary  with  the  British  Minister  at 
Madrid,  and  was  expressly  given  the  authority  to  conduct  the  negotiations 
after  he  had  been  introduced  by  the  British  Ambassador  resident  at  Madrid. 

In  1891  an  address  to  the  Queen  was  adopted  by  the  Canadian 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons.  Some  years  previously,  commercial 
treaties  had  been  made  with  Germany  and  Belgium  by  the  United 
Kingdom  without  Canada's  assent  having  been  asked,  and  without 
any  consideration  of  her  interests.  These  treaties  contained  the 
most- favoured-nation  clause,  and  Canada,  therefore,  in  making  agree- 
ments with  other  countries,  found  herself  embarrassed  by  the  fact 
that  every  concession  which  she  made  to  other  countries  passed  auto- 
matically to  those  two  countries.  Canada  asked  for  the  termination 
of  these  treaties,  and  in  her  address  she  declared : 

that  these  provisions  In  treaties  with  foreign  powers  are  incompatible  with 
the  rights  and  powers  subsequently  conferred  by  the  British  North  America 
Act  upon  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  for  the  regulation  of  the  trade  and  com- 
merce of  the  Dominion ;  and  that  their  continuance  in  force  tends  to  produce 
complications  and  embarrassments  in  such  an  Empire  as  that  under  the  rule 
of  Your  Majesty,  wherein  the  self-governing  Colonies  are  tecognised  as  pos- 
sessing  the  right  to  define  their  respective  fiscal  relations  to  all  foreign  natioM,. 
to  the  Mother  Country,  and  to  each  other. 
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But  the  Colonial  Secretary,  in  declining  to  comply  w^th  Canada's 
request,  said  (April  2,  1892) : 

In  so  far  as  the  right  here  claimed  consists  in  fixing  rates  of  customs  duties 
applying  equally  to  all  foreign  nations,  the  Mother  Country,  and  the  British 
Colonies,  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  contest  the  statement.  But  if 
the  statement  is  to  be  taken  as  extending  to  a  claim  of  right  to  establish  dis- 
criminating treatment  between  different  foreign  nations,  or  against  the  Mother 
Country,  or  in  favour  of  particular  Colonies,  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
obliged  to  point  out  that  the  claim  is  stated  too  broadly ;  for  no  such  general 
right  has  hitherto  been  recognised,  nor  Is  It  clear  that  it  would  be  admitted 
by  foreign  countries. 

In  1892  Mr.  Dal  ton  McCarthy  (a  Conservative,  but  at  the  time  at 
enmitv  with  tHe  Government)  moved,  in  the  House  of  Commons  of 
Canada,  a  resolution  affirming  the  necessity  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Canadian  representative  at  Washington.  The  Government  amend- 
ment (proposed  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper)  was  carried  and  it  ran  as 
follows : 

It  is  expedient  that  communications  be  opened  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  order  to  bring  about  such  fuller  representation  of  Canadian  Interests 
at  Washington,  and  at  the  capitals  of  other  countries  in  which  such  other  rep- 
resentation may  be  found  desirable,  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  proper  re- 
lations which  should  exist  between  Great  Britain  and  Canada. 

Treaty  with  France. — In  1907  the  Canadian  Government,  through 
Messrs.  Fielding  and  Brodeur  (in  nominal  association  with  the  Brit- 
ish Ambassador  at  Paris),  negotiated  a  commercial  treaty  with 
France.  Upon  this  occasion  the  only  knowledge  which  the  "british 
Government  or  the  British  Ambassador  had  of  the  proceeding  was, 
as  Mr.  Balfour  afterwards  said,  "  a  purely  technical  knowledge."  It 
was  Mr.  Fielding,  a  Canadian  statesman,  who  wrote  from  Paris  to  the 
'  British  Foreign  Office  saying  that  the  treaty  was  nearly  ready,  and 
asking  that  arrangements  might  be  made  tor  its  adoption  without 
delay. 

Department  of  external  affairs. — In  1909,  following  the  example 
of  Australia  (1900),  the  Parliament  of  Canada  created  a  Department 
of  External  Affairs. 

It  has  been  said  of  the  clause  in  the  Australian  Commonwealth 
Act  assigning  to  the  Federal  Parliament  jurisdiction  respecting 
"external  aifairs"  that  "it  will  look,  I  shoulcl  submit,  as  though 
the  Imperial  Parliament  intended  ...  to  divest  itself  of  its  authority 
over  the  external  affairs  of  Australia,  and  commit  them  to  the 
Commonwealth  Parliament." 

This  was  not  the  interpretation  placed  upon  the  clause  either  by 
Australia  or  by  the  Colonial  Office.  Australia  conceded  that  what 
was  meant  was  "  affairs  external  to  the  Commonwealth,  not  external 
to  the  Empire,"  and  the  Colonial  Secretary  declared  that  Australia 
had  power  "  to^deal  with  all  political  matters  arising  between  them 
and  any  other  part  of  the  Empire;  or  (throuf/h  His  Maje8ty\s  Gov- 
ernment)  with  any  foreign  power."  Australia  was  not  to  correspond 
drrectJy  with  foreign  powers. 

In  1909  Mr.  Asquith  is  reported  as  saying: 

It  is  understood  that  the  Canadian  Government  propose  to  establish  a  De- 
partment of  External  Affairs.  This  Department  Is  merely  Intended — like  the 
correspondinfr  Department  of  the  Conmionwealth  Government — to  conduct  cor- 
rejijpondence  with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Washington,  and  with  the  several  Departments  of  the  Canadian 
Government.  No  suggestion  has  been  made  by  the  Canadian  Government  for 
the  increase  of  their  powers  in  dealing  with  external  aflPairs. 
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The  statute  of  Canada  (8  &  9  Ed.  VII.,  No.  13)  nevertheless  ex- 
pressly refers  to  negotiations  with  foreign  countries: 

The  Secretary  of  State  .  .  .  shaU  have  the  conduct  of  aU  official  communica- 
tions between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  Government  of  any  other 
country  in  connection  with  the  external  affairs  of  Canada,  and  shall  be 
charged  with  such  other  duties  as  may,  from  time  to  time,  be  assi^ed  to  the 
department  by  order  of  the  Governor  in  Council  In  relation  to  such  external 
alTairs,  or  to  the  conduct  and  management  of  international  or  intercolonial 
negotiations,  so  far  as  they  may  appertain  to  the  government  of  Canada. 

Treaty  wfth  United  States. — In  191Q  an  arrangement  was  made 
with  the  United  States  by  which  all  questions  of  difference  between 
Canada  and  them  were  referred  to  a  joint  commission^  composed  of 
three  Canadians  (appointed  not  by  the  British  Govermnent,  but  by 
Canada)  and  thi:ee  Americans.     Art.  10  commences  this  way: 

Any  questions  or  matters  of  difference  arising  between  the  High  Contracting 
Parties  involving  the  rights,  obligations,  or  Interests  of  the  United  States  or 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  either  in  relation  to  each  other  or  to  their  re- 
spective Inhabitants,  may  be  referred  for  decision  to  the  International  Joint 
Commission  by  the  consent  of  the  two  parties,  it  being  understood  that  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  any  such  action  will  be  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  and  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty's  Government  with  tbe- 
consent  of  the  Governor-General  In  CouncU. 

Shortly  after  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
(then  Prime  Minister  of  Canada)  in  an  after-dinner  speech  referred 
to  it  as  follows: 

It  has  long  been  the  deslne,  if  I  mistake  not,  of  the  Canadian  people  that  we 
should  be  entrusted  with  the  negotiation  of  our  own  treaties,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  commerce.  Well,  this  looked-for  reform  has  come  to  be  a  living  reality. 
Without  revolution,  without  any  breaking  of  the  old  traditions,  without  any 
impairment  of  our  allegiance,  the  time  has  come  when  Canadian  interests  are 
entrusted  to  Canadians,  and  just  within  the  last  week  a  treaty  has  been  con- 
cluded with  France — ^a  treaty  which  appeals  to  Canadians  alone,  and  which  has 
been  negotiated  by  Canadians  alone. 

Mr.  Balfour  said  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  1910,  with  refer- 
ence to  Canada's  negotiations  with  France : 

The  Dominion  of  Canada,  technically,  I  suppose,  it  may  be  said,  carried  on 
their  negotiations  witli  the  knowledge,  of  His  Majesty's  representative,  but  it 
was  a  purely  technical  knowledge.  I  do  not  believe  that  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  ever  9on8ulted  at  a  single  stage  of  those  negotiations.  I  do  not  believe 
they  ever  Informed  themselves,  or  offered  any  opinion,  as  to  what  was  the  best 
policy  for  Canada  under  the  circumstances.  I  think  they  were  well  advised. 
But  how  great  Is  the  change  and  how  inevitable!  It  is  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge — and,  may,  I  add,  not  a  matter  of  regret  but  a  matter  of  pride  and 
rejoicing — that  the  great  Dominions  beyond  the  seas  ai*e  becoming  great  nations 
in  themselves. 

In  1910  the  Canadian  Government  and  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment arranged  for  reciprocal  trade  direct,  and  a  so-called  Pact  or 
Agreement  was  reached,  subject  to  action  by  both  legislative  bodies- 

The  POSITION  of  the  British  Ambassador  at  Washington. — In 
1911  the  British  Government  was  questioned  as  to  the  part  played 
by  the  British  Ambassador  at  Washington  in  connection  with  Can- 
ada's reciprocity  negotiations — ^the  complaint  being  that  British 
interests  had  not  been  sufficiently  safeguarded.  In  reply  Mr.  Asquith 
said: 

*  For  a  further  account  of  the  Commission  and  its  work  see  "  Tlie  International  Joint 
Commission,"  by  Lawrence  J.  Burpee,  Journal  of  Comparative  Legislation,  vol.  xv,  p.  5. 
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The  question  of  what  Is  most  to  the  advantage  of  Canada  Is  primarily  one 
for  the  Canadian  Government.  I  must  in  view  of  these  questions  take  the  op- 
portunity of  repudiating  emphatically  the  reflection  on  Mr.  Bryce  which  Is 
contained  In  them.  Mr.  Bryce  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  views  or  policy  of 
the  Canadian  Government.  The  negotiations  were  initiated  and  carried  on  by 
Canada,  and  the  British  Ambassador  In  pursuance  of  his  plain  duty  when  he 
saw  William  S.  Fielding,  the  then  Finance  Minister  of  Canada,  from  time  to 
time  during  the  conferences  at  Washington  In  order  to  learn  anything  that 
might  be  needful  for  him  to  know.  He  did  not  interfere  with  the  conference, 
but  if  asked  for  advice  gave  it,  and  all  British  subjects  engaged  In  legitimate 
Hnd  important  business  are  entitled  to  receive  that  from  a  British  ambassador. 
For  Mr.  Bryce  to  have  interfered  with  the  negotiations  going  on  at  Washing- 
ton upon  matters  which  were  within  Canada's  own  competence  would  have 
been  naturally  resented  by  Canada.  Generally  there  had  been  no  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  Dominion  about  that,  whatever  may  be  the  dlfTerences  betwe«i 
Canadians  themselves  regarding  reciprocity.  The  manner  In  which  Mr.  Bryce 
has  performed  his  duties  has  been  of  great  advantage,  inspiring  Canada  with 
confidence  in  the  British  Ambassador  at  Washington,  who  will  always  be  pre- 
pared to  support  the  present  Canadian  Government  no  less  than  Its  prede- 
cessors in  any  negotiations  it  may  be  engaged  In  with  the  United  States. 

The  present  position. — To  recapitulate,  Canada  has  established  a 
special  department  of  her  Government  to  deal  with  external  affairs, 
and  the  first  report  of  the  "  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  External 
Affairs  "  has  been  issued,  in  which  we  find : 

Canada  negotiated  with  France  the  convention  of  September  19, 
1907,  and  modified  it  by  the  subsequent  convention  of  January  23, 
1909. 

Canada  agreed  (1908)  with  the  United  States  upon  joint  regula- 
tions for  the  preservation  and  propagation  of  food  fishes  in  waters 
contiguous  to  the  boundary. 

Canada  arranged  a  treatjr  (1908)  with  the  United  States  for  the 
precise  delimitation  of  the  international  boundary  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the  Pacific. 

Canada  arranged  with  Germany  a  cessation  of  the  tariff-war  be- 
tween the  two  countries  (effective  March  1, 1910). 

Canada  arranged  an  agreement  with  Italy  (Canadian  Order  in 
Council,  June  7, 1910) ,  and  proposes  a  more  formal  treaty. 

Canada  has  had  negotiations  with  Belgium  and  the  Netherlands, 
and  has  given  to  those  countries  the  benefit  of  the  intermediate 
tariff  (June  7, 1910). 

Canada  made  arrangements  (1910)  with  the  United  States,  and 
in  consequence  obtained  the  benefit  of  the  minimum  tariff  of  that 
country.  And  more  recently  Canada  negotiated  with  the  United 
States  an  arrangement  for  the  reciprocal  reduction  of  tariff  duties 
upon  a  large  list  of  products. 

Canada  made  a  treaty  with  the  United  States  (1910)  with  refer- 
ence to  boundary  waters. 

Canada  is  carrying  on  harmonious  survey  work  with  the  United 
States  in  order  to  settle  the  boundary  line  along  the  141st  meridian 
of  west  longitude. 

We  should  therefore  read  in  the  light  of  the  above  record  the 
circular  despatch  of  1895  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Govei^ior- 
General  of  Canada,  the  Governors  of  the  Australasian  Colonies  (ex- 
cept Western  Australia)  and  the  Governor  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  wherein  is  set  forth  the  procedure  to  be  followed  in  the  case  of 
arrangements  concerning  trade  matters,  and  this  is  said  to  be  in- 
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dicated  in  the  language  of  Sir  Henry  Wrixon  when  he  said  at  the 
Colonial  Conference  held  at  Ottawa  in  June,  1895 : 

I  understand  that  wlien  occasion  arises  the  dependency  informs  the  Imperial 
Government  of  Its  desire  to  enter  into  cert^iin  arrangements.  The  Imperial 
Goverment  authorizes  its  Minister  at  the  Court  of  the  power  which  is  to  be 
treated  with  to  carry  on  that  negotiation,  and  then  technically  it  is  the  Empire 
which  makes  the  treaty. 

The  despatch  continues  as  follows : 

Par.  7.  To  give  the  Colonies  the  power  of  negotiating  treaties  for  them- 
selves without  reference  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be  to  give  them 
an  international  status  as  separate  sovereign  States,  and  would  be  equivalent 
to  breaking  up  the  Empire  into  a  number  of  independent  States,  a  result  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  satisfied,  would  be  injurious  equally  to  the 
Colonies  and  to  the  Mother  Country,  and  would  be  desired  by  neither. 

The  negotiations,  then,  being  between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Sovereign  of 
the  foreign  State  must  be  conducted  by  Her  Majesty's  representative  at  the 
Court  of  the  foreign  power,  who  would  keep  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
formed of  the  progress  of  the  discussion  and  seek  instructions  from  them  as 
necessity  arose. 

It  could  hardly  be  exi)ected,  however,  that  he  would  he  sufficiently  cognisant 
of  the  circumstances  and  wishes  of  the  Colony  to  enable  him  to  conduct  the 
negotiation  satisfactorily  alone,  and  It  would  be  desirable  generally,  therefore, 
that  he  should  have  the  assistance,  either  as  a  second  Plenipotentiary  or  In  a 
subordinate  capacity,  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  think  the  circumstances 
require,  of  a  delegate  appointed  by  the  colonial  Government. 

If,  as  a  result  of  the  negotiations,  any  arrangement  Is  arrived  at  It  must  be 
approveil  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  by  the  colonial  Government,  and 
also  by  the  colonial  Legislature  If  it  involves  legislative  action,  before  the  rati- 
fications can  be  exchanged. 

Par.  8.  The  same  considerations  which  dictate  the  procedure  to  be  followed 
have  also  dictated  tlje  conditions  under  which,  though  never  distinctly  formu- 
lated, Her  Majesty's  Government  have  hitherto  conducted  such  negotiations, 
and  as  to  the  propriety  of  which  they  are  confident  that  no  question  can  be  raised. 

Par.  9.  These  considerations  are :  The  strict  observance  of  international  obli- 
gations, and  the  preservation  of  the  unity  of  the  EJmpire. 

Australians  and  Canadians  are  with  reason  conscious  to-day  of 
the  value  to  the  Empire  of  a  consolidation  of  strength  which  the 
present  war  has  so  largely  brought  about.  With  the  colonial  popula- 
tion increasing  by  leaps  and  bounds  there  must  be  provision  for  their 
voice  in  order  to  maintain  the  Empire. 

We  are  now  face  to  face  with  a  reasonable  demand  not  as  yet 
formulated  that  the  Dominions  must  be  called  to  council  if  peace  or 
war  be  involved. 

If  treaties  can  be  effective  between  foreign  powers,  the  Dominions 
and  the  Motherland  can  easily  arrange  a  basis  for  mutual  defence 
while  maintaining  all  the  essential  features  of  self-government. 
There  remains,  however,  the  important  question  of  war  or  peace  on 
the  part  of  the  Empire.    Wlio  in  future  shall  decide? 

Fortunately  for  the  real  imity  of  the  Empire,  the  Dominions,  as 
we  have  seen,  are  practically  independent  States  in  trade  matters 
to-day,  but  under  a  common  Sovereign.  Their  steady  growth  and 
incrcasinjj  strength  call,  and  will  more  loudly  call,  for  proper  repre- 
sentation in  the  council  of  war.  The  earnest  desire  of  the  Dominions 
is  to  remain  ever  imder  the  Sovereign  of  the  Empire.  Some  system 
of  representation  should,  however,  be  devised,  while  preserving  the 
rights  of  self-government  in  matters  of  local  concern,  yet  securing 
consolidation  and  permanency  of  the  naval  and  military  strength,  so 
as  to  ensure  the  laws  and  liberty  of  this  growing  Empire. 

"All  must  be  false  that  thwarts  this  one  great  aim." 
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[Translated  from  Moreau :  Precis  £l6iDentaire  de  Droit  Constitutionnel. 

Paris,  1919.] 


The  President  of  the  Republic  by  article  8  of  the  Constitution  of 
1875  is  empowered  to  negotiate  and  ratify  treaties.  He  is  to  com- 
municate the  treaties  to  the  Chambers  as  soon  as  public  safety  will 
admit.  This  control  of  treaties  is,  however,  qualified  by  the  require- 
ment that  treaties  of  peace,  of  commerce,  those  which  affect  finances 
of  the  state,  those  wnich  relate  to  property  of  French  citizens  in 
foreign  countries,  are  definitive  only  after  approval  of  both  Cham- 
bers. No  cession  or  exchange,  or  addition  of  territory  can  be  made 
without  legislative  action.  The  enumeration  of  treaties  requiring 
the  approval  of  the  Chambers  is  so  large  that*  the  Chambers  are 
called  upon  to  vote  upon  most  of  the  treaties.  There  is  a  special 
reason  in  each  case :  the  treaties  of  peace  must  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment because  of  their  political  importance;  those  affecting  territory 
because  of  their  national  importance;  those  relative  to  the  state 
or  property  of  French  citizens  in  foreign  countries  because  they 
are  legal  in  nature ;  those  engaging  the  finances  of  the  State  are  the 
proper  function  of  Parliament.  AH  these  motives  can  be  decisive, 
but  it  would  have  been  simpler  to  have  stipulated  that  all  treaties 
should  be  submitted  to  Parliament.  It  would  appear  that  the  makers 
of  tiie  Constitution  of  1875  intended,  by  force  of  the  enumeration 
above  stated,  to  oblige  the  Government  to  submit  all  treaties  without 
exception.  So  the  practice  is  constant  that  the  Parliament  is  called 
upon  to  approve  diplomatic  conventions,  which  do  not  come  strictly 
within  the  text  of  the  Constitution — for  example,  extradition  treaties. 
The  exceptions  to  approval  of  the  Parliament  are  rare;  the  most 
important  are  the  treaties  of  alliance,  which  are  necessarily  kept 
secret;  there  may  also  be  noted  acts  stipulating  execution  oi  judg- 
ments, exchange  of  acts  of  civil  status  {etdt  civil)  or  of  official  docu- 
ments, conventions  in  regard  to  parcels  posts.^ 

The  role  of  the  Chambers  in  these  matters  carries  no  initiative. 
They  can  not  oblige  the  President  to  make  a  treaty,*  to  break  off 
negotiations,  or,  much  less,  a  regular  convention,  nor  amend  the  text 
of  treaties  submitted  to  their  examination,  which  they  must  either 
approve  or  reject  en  bloc*    They  can,  however,  and  this  right  is  im- 

^The  Chamber  returned  to  the  Govenunent  (Nov.  28,  1891)  an  agreement  with  Dahomey 
(Oct.  8.  1890)  that  the  Government  had  thought  necessary  to  submit  to  It,  and  which  It 
bad  ratified  at  once  (Dec.  8,  1891). 

>  Some  times,  however,  they  have  Invited  the  (Government  to  negotiate  a  treaty  opon  a 

*  These  dispositions  are  adopted  by  the  regulation  of  the  (Chambers  (Senate,  artlcle-78 : 
Chamber,  article-98),  which  permit,  however,  an  adjoamment  with  an  Indication  of  the 
danse*  which  seem  unacceptable. 

1213S4— S.  Doc.  26,  66-1 8  83 
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portant  for  the  conventions  which  are  not  rejected,  interpellate 
the  ministers  upon  foreiern  politics,  and  in  this  way  exercise  great 
influence  upon  foreign  policy. 

The  Chambers  can  also  give  their  approval  in  advance  to  certain 
treaties  that  the  Government  will  conclude  under  determined  condi- 
tions. Thus  the  law  of  Dec.  29,  1891,  article  2,  authorizes  the  Gov- 
ernment to  concede  minimum  tariff  to  the  countries  having  treaties 
with  France  which  will  accord  to  it  the  most  favored  nation  treat- 
ment. 

Have  the  Chambers  not  violated  the  Constitution  or  encroached 
upon  the  diplomatic  initiative  of  the  Executive,  when  they  have 
voted  the  law  of  Jan.  11,  1892,  of  which  article  1  establishes  in  cus- 
toms matters  a  maximum  normal  and  a  tariff  minimum,  "  which  may 
be  applied  "  by  the  President  of  the  Republic  to  the  countries  accord- 
ing reciprocity  to  French  goods?  I  think  not,  though  the  question 
has  been  lively  discussed.  It  has  been  sustained  that  this  text  limited 
the  right  of  the  Government  to  negotiate  treaties.  It  results  from 
the  explanations  of  the  Government  and  of  the  Commission  that  the 
text  is  only  an  indication  of  the  clauses  which  the  Chambers  are  dis- 
posed to  ratify,  but  which  are  not  obligatory  either  for  the  Govern- 
ment, which  has  the  power  to  negotiate  below  the  minimum  tariff, 
nor  the  Chambers  who  are  free  to  approve  these  same  negotiations. 
[From  Pierre :  Traits  de  droit  politique  Electoral  et  parlementaire,    Paris,  1908.] 

It  is  hardly  necessary  to  say  the  term  "  treaty  of  peace  "  which  is 
found  in  the  constitutional  law  is  limitative;  some  conventions  for 
the  prevention  of  war  do  not  require  the  approval  of  the  Chambers 
to  be  definitively  ratified  by  the  President  of  the  Republic.  The 
treaty  concluded  at  Berlin  July  13,  1878,  between  1  ranee,  Ger- 
many, Austria-Hungary,  Great  feritain,  Italy,  Russia,  and  Turkey 
for  regulating  the  questions  raised  in  the  East  by  the  last  war  [Russo- 
Turldsh]  has  not  been  considered  as  a  treatj  of  peace  which  must 
be  submitted  to  a  vote  of  the  Chambers;  it  has  been  ratified  by 
the  President  of  the  Republic,  during  the  prorogation  of  the  Par- 
liament and  promulgated  in  the  Journal  Officiel  of  the  6th  Sep- 
tember, 1878.  The  clauses,  by  which  it  is  stipulated  that  a  foreign 
government  engages  with  France  to  open  negotiations  with  a  view 
of  a  regulation  of  the  customs  and  commercial  regime  and  to 
authorize  French  citizens  to  circulate  and  trade  freely  in  certain 
territories  of  its  sovereignty,  are  considered  as  commercial  treaties. 
The  legislation  of  1875  has  not  included  the  treaties  of  alliance 
among  those  requiring  a  vote  of  the  Chambers;  but  these  treaties 
nearly  always  affect  the  finances  of  the  country.  Nevertheless  when 
for  reasons  of  state,  a  treaty  of  alliance  had  not  been  submitted  nor 
communicated  to  the  Chambers,  it  could  not  be  put  into  execution 
without  a  vote  of  the  Parliament;  thus  by  an  indirect  method  it 
would  have  to  pronounce  itself;  the  Parliament  would  not  be  called 
to  authorize  the  President  to  give  a  ratification  already  made,  but  to 
deliberate  upon  the  measures  which  would  be  the  result  of  the  en- 
gagements made. 

The  treaties  of  protectorate  concluded  with  the  Chiefs  of  regions 
in  Africa  are  not  considered  as  reauiring  to  be  submitted  to  the 
approval  of  the  Chambers ;  they  are  definitively  ratified  by  the  Presi- 
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(lent  of  the  Republic.  The  act  of  submission  whereby  a  chief  of  a 
state  recognizes  the  sovereignty  of  France  in  the  foreign  relations 
(it  this  state  are  not  considered  as  of  those  requiring  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Chambers,  if  the  diplomatic  instrument  constitutes  an  un- 
liberal  act,  endorsed  only  by  the  signature  of  the  sovereign  inter- 
ested, and  if  otherwise  the  sovereign  remains  in  possession  of  his 
rights  and  prerogatives  in  internal  affairs;  the  fact  that  his  enjoy- 
ment of  these  rights  and  prerogatives  depends  upon  the  authority 
of  France  does  not  suffice  to  create  an  annexation  of  territory  within 
the  meaning  of  article  8  of  the  Constitution.  Similarly  when  the 
diplomatic  act  carries  the  signature  of  both  contractmg  parties, 
there  is  no  need  of  submitting  it  to  the  ratification  of  the  Chambers 
if  it  limits  itself  to  the  restriction  of  the  rights  of  sovereignty  of  a 
foreign  power  upon  certain  ^territories,  such  clauses  (provisions) 
do  not  constitute  an  acquisition  to  French  territory;  but  it  would 
suffice  only  in  case  that  to  these  clauses  were  added  enjoining  the 
obligation  of  submission  of  the  whole  treaty  to  the  Chambers. 

mien  a  treaty  before  the  Chamber  appears  not  to  be  of  those 
engaging  its  constitutional  prerogatives,  it  has  the.  right  of  saying 
or  declaring  that  it  comes  entirely  within  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  its  definitive  ratification  upon  its  sole  responsibility. 

In  a  session  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  Nov.  28,  1891,  President 
Floquet  explained  this  in  definite  terms: 

I  do  not  consider  that  the  Chamber  can  not  do  uthenvisc  than  either  adopt, 
reject,  or  return  to  the  Government.  It  has  always  the  right  after  having 
examined  the  nature  of  a  treaty,  to  declare  that  the  dispositions  of  the  treaty 
do  not  seem  to  require  the  authorisation  of  the  legislature  for  ratification. 

Conformably  to  this  doctrine  the  Chamber  adopted  (Nov.  28,  1891)  a  reso- 
lution prepared  by  one  of  the  Commissions  couched  in  the  following  terms: 
"The  Chamber  is  of  the  opinion  that  there  is  no  necessity  of  ratifying  by 
law  the  agreement  cbncluded  Oct.  3,  1890,  with  Dahomey  and  leaves  to  the 
Government  the  duty  of  giving  to  this  act  the  sanction  most  conformed  to  the 
interests  of  France  in,  the  Gulf  of  Benin." 

In  the  consideration  by  the  Chamber  of  a  bill  in  which  the  Gov- 
ernment asks  their  approval  of  a  treaty  concluded  with  a  foreign 
power,  they  clearly  can  not  vote  upon  or  amend  the  text  of  the 
articles;  they  can  only  request  the  Government  to  reopen  negotia- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  modifications  of  the  clauses 
which  appear  to  them  contrary  to  the  interests  of  the  State.  This 
requires  fliat  special  procedure  be  established  in  regulation  of  the 
Chamber's  examination  of  the  bill  authorizing  the  ratification  of 
the  treaties  concluded  with  foreign  powers.  Tnis  procedure  is  not 
regulated  in  the  Constitution  of  1848,  nor  in  the  preliminary  regu- 
lations of  the  Legislature  of  1849.  It  was  traced  for  the  first  time 
in  a  resolve  of  March  20,  1851,  which  formed  article  "72  bis"  of 
the  regulation.  This  article  has  been  observed  by  the  last  National 
A^embly.  The  regulations  of  the  present  Chambers  reproduce  these 
cases,  in  adapting  them  to  the  new  legislative  organization  (Parlia- 
ment). Article  1 3  of  the  Rules  of  the  Senate  and  article  32  of  the 
Bules  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  declare  against  voting  upon 
articles  of  a  treaty,  and  provide  that  no  amendments  to  tne  text 
may  be  presented.  If  in  the  course  of  two  deliberations,  there  ap- 
pears opposition  to  some  one  of  the  clauses  of  a  treaty,  it  shows 
itself  under  the  form  of  a  reference  to  a  Commission,  printed  and 
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distributecj  twenty-four  hours  in  advance.  The  terms  of  the  two 
rules  differ  slightly  as  concerns  debate  and  report  upon  the  demand 
for  a  reference: 

bxhj:s  of  the  senate. 

If  the  Senate  after  debate,  decides  to  return  a  treaty,  the  coinmi^ion  be- 
fore the  deflultive  vote,  makes  a  comprehensive  report,  which  must  be  printed 
and  distributed,  upon  the  different  contested  clauses  submitted  to  its  exami- 
nation ;  it  tlien  decides  as  to  rejection  or  adjournment  of  the  bill. 

RULES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

If  after  debate  the  Chamber  takes  a  treaty  into  consideration  it  decides  for  its 
return,  upon  a  second  reading,  the  Commission  makes  a  comprehensive  report, 
which  must  be  printed  and  distributed  upon  the  different  contested  clauses  which 
have  been  referred  to  it  for  examination.  It  then  decides  either  for  adoption, 
rejection,  or  postponement  of  the  bill.  In  the  two  Chambers,  when  urgency  has 
been  declared,  the  Commission  presents  its  report  upon  the  clauses  submitted  to 
it  for  exnmination.  after  the  close  of  the  discussion  upon  the  more  contested 
articles.  The  postponement,  if  It  is  announced,  is  set  forth  tersely  in  the  follow- 
ing terms: 

The  Chamber -(or  Senate)  again  calling  the  attention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  such  or  such  clauses  of  the  treaty  (reciting  the  clause 
upon  which  the  postponement  is  founded),  declines  to  authorize  the 
ratification. 

The  demand  for  returns  can  be  equally  formulated  in  the  following 
terms: 

The  Chamber  invites  the  Government  to  open  new  negotiations  relative  to 
articles of  the  second  deliberation  or  of  a  single  discussion  after  a  decla- 
ration of  urgency  is  submitted  to  the  formality  of  taking  into  consideration 
as  amendments  to  ordinary  projects.  Well  understood,  the  declaration  of 
urgency  pronounced  before  passing  to  the  articles  offers  no  obstacle  to  the 
requests  for  postponement  (deferment).  , 

The  interdiction  against  presenting  amendments  to  the  text  of  a 
treaty  would  not  prevent  the  President  receiving  and  taking  into 
consideration  a  disposition  deciding  that  a  treaty  approved  by  the 
Chamber  would  be  executed  only  after  modification  oi  certain  articles 
of  the  treaty.  So,  on  the  4th  June,  1878,  the  Commission  of  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies  charged  with  examining  the  treaty  of  com- 
merce Franco-Italian  proposed  (with  the  assent  of  the  Government) 
to  add,  after  the  article  carrying  approval  of  the  treaty  a  disposi- 
tion beginning  as  follows:  "Tnis  treaty  will  be  executed  only 
after  an  agreement  between  the  French  Government  and  the  Italian 
Government:  le  pour.     *    *     *." 

The  proposed  reserves  not  giving  sufficient  satisfaction  to  the 
Chamber,  the  postponement  of  the  approval  was  purely  and  simply 
noted  June  7, 1878,  in  the  following  terms :  "  The  Chamber  of  Depu- 
ties invites  the  Government  to  enter  upon  new  negotiations  to  momfy 
the  Treaty  signed  at  Paris  July  6, 1877,  between  France  and  Italy."" 
rrhis  treaty  consequently  failed.  Later  negotiations  resulted  in  a 
Provisional  treaty,  concluded  Jan.  15,  1879,  approved  by  France  by 
a  ^cial  law  Feb.  14, 1879,  ratified  at  Rome  Feb.  19, 1879.] 

When  a  Chamber  enacts  a  bill  carrying  authorization  of  a  treaty 
with  a  foreign  power,  it  can  introduce  in  the  text  of  the  law  any 
amendments  which  are  not  destructive  of  the  treaty  itself.  But  the 
object  of  regulation  is  to  prevent  the  legislative  power  encroaching 
upon  the  executive  power,  which  alone  has  the  right  to  negotiate  a 
treaty ;  it  results  from  its  text,  conformably  to  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
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stitutional  law,  that  a  Chamber  must  not  take  the  responsibility  of 
opening  negotiations;  that  it  must  be  limited  to  examination  of 
treaties  only  after  they  have  been  concluded.  Consequently,  a  mem- 
ber would  be  disobedient  to  the  rules  in  attaching  an  amendment  to  a 
law  which  would  in  reality  modify  an  article  oi  a  treaty  submitted 
to  the  Chamber  for  approval. 

The  Conventions  signed  with  a  Chief  of  a  State  under  the  Protec- 
torate of  France  are  subject  to  the  same  e^caminations  as  the  treaties 
with  other  foreign  powers. 

[From  Great  Britain.  Foreign  Office,  **  Treatment  of  International  Questions  by 
Parliaments  in  European  Countries,  the  United  States,  and  Japan."  Mis- 
cellaneoua    No.  5,  1912.] 

The  Chamber  of  Deputies  appoints  sixteen  grand  committees  at 
the  beginning  of  each  fresh  Legislature,  to  examine  •and  report  on 
questions  concerning  the  various  departments  of  the  State  with  which 
the  House  is  called  upon  to  deal.  One  of  these  committees  is  "  La 
Commissiofi  des  Affaires  ext^rieures  et  coloniales."  It  is  elected  for 
the  whole  legislative  period  (four  years),  and  composed  of  forty- 
four  members,  designated  by  the  various  political  groups  in  propor- 
tion to  their  numerical  strength.  This  choice  has  to  be  confirmed 
by  the  Chamber  at  a  public  sitting.  The  committee  does  not  examine 
the  Budget  for  Foreign  Affairs,  as  the  yearly  credits  for  that  de- 
partment are  discussed  by  the  General  Budget  Committee  ("Com- 
mission du  Budget").  The  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  reports  to 
the  Chamber  on  all  questions  relating  to  foreign  policy  which  are 
submitted  to  it.  It  may  summon  before  it  anv  person  whose  evi- 
dence may  be  of  a  nature  to  guide  it  in  its  deliberations,  but  when 
these  persons  hold  an  official  post,  the  Minister  concerned  must  first 
give  his  consent,  with  or  without  the  condition  that  professional 
secrecy  is  to  be  observed.  A  Minister  himself  may  be  requested  to 
appear  and  give  explanations  to  the  committee  on  points  of  policy. 
Although,  in  theory,  a  Minister  is  not  obliged  to  appear  before  the 
committee,  a  refusal  to  do  so  would  not  be  m  harmony  with  French 
parliamentary  traditions.  AH  papers  which  the  committee  desires 
to  consult  are  communicated  to  it  through  its  chairman  by  the  com- 
petent Minister.  Should  the  latter  consider  that  reasons  of  State 
forbid  him  to  communicate  any  document  thus  asked  for,  the  Min- 
ister informs  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  which  usually  acqui- 
esces in  the  Minister's  view.  If  the  committee  persists  in  its  demand, 
the  matter  is  brought  before  the  Chamber.  Should  the  latter  sup- 
port the  committee,  such  action  is  likely  to  bring  about  a  Ministerial 
crisis. 

In  certain  cases,  the  committee  for  Foreign  Affairs  may  be  in- 
vested by  the  Chamber  with  the  powers  of  a  special  commission  of 
enauiry.  These  powers  include  the  right  of  hearing  sworn  witnesses 
and  of  pursuing  mvestigations  in  any  part  of  France  or  even  abroad. 

There  is  no  permanently  constituted  Committee  for  Foreign 
Affairs  in  the  Senate.  Bills  submitted  to  this  Assembly  concerning 
foreign  affairs  are  referred  to  a  special  committee.  In  come  cases, 
especially  when  the  matter  is  pressing,  they  are  merely  referred  to 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  The  same  rules  respecting  the  sum- 
moning of  witnesses,  official  or  non-official,  as  obtain  in  the  case  of 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  Chamber  apply  in  the  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate. 
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[From  Great  Britain.  Foreign  Office,  "  Treatment  of  International  Questions  by 
Parliaments  In  European  Countries,  the  United  States,  and  Japan."  Mis- 
cellaneous.   No.  5,  1912.] 

There  exists  in  the  Italian  Parliament  no  committee* of  foreign 
affairs  and,  in  general,  the  Government  may  be  said  to  enjoy  a  wide 
independence  in  dealing  with  international  questions. 

The  general  rule  is  such  that  the  Government  is  empowered  to 
negotiate  and  ratify  without  the  cognisance  of  Parliament  such 
treaties  as  impose  no  direct  financial  burden  on  the  country  and 
do  not  affect  its  credit;  but  if  any  clause  necessitates  a  vote  of  sup- 
I)lies,  the  entire  treaty  must  be  submitted  to  the  approval  of  Par- 
liament. This  interpretation  was  insisted  upon  in  respect  of  the 
treaty  of  peace  with  Austria  in  1849,  when  the  Government  en- 
deavoured to  establish  the  doctrine  that  only  the  financial  articles 
required  the  approval  of  Parliament;  whereupon  the  Chamber 
passed  an  order  of  the  day  to  the  effect  that  the  vote  of  the  required 
funds  did  not  validate  the  treaty  which  required  the  approval  of 
Parliament  before  it  could  have  force  of  law. 

Apart  from  this  control  the  Chamber  exercises  a  general  super- 
vision over  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Government  by  means  of  ques- 
tions, interpellations,  and  requests  for  papers,  and  the  right  of  unlim- 
ited discussion  on  the  Foreign  Office  vote  in  much  the  same  way  as 
the  British  Parliament. 

As  regards  interpellations,  the  responsible  Minister  may,  with 
the  consent  of  the  House,  defer  his  reply,  or  even  refuse  to  reply 
at  all;  in  the  latter  case,  however,  the  interpellator  has  the  right, 
before  the  House  takes  its  decision,  to  state  the  reasons  for  his  inter- 
pellation, and  the  Minister  must  then  show  his  grounds  for  refusing 
to  reply.  After  the  Minister  has  replied  to  an  interpellation,  it 
is  open  to  the  interpellator,  if  he  is  dissatisfied,  to  move  an  order 
of  the  day  hostile  to  the  Government,  whereupon  the  Chamber 
decides  wlien  it  shall  be  discussed. 

Questions  are  usually  submitted  in  writing,  and,  as  in  the  case  of 
interpellations,  the  Minister  may,  with  the  consent  of  the  House, 
refuse  to  reply ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  custom  of  the  Italian  Par- 
liament appears  to  allow  members  considerable  latitude  with  regard 
to  supplementary  questions. 

As  regards  the  publication  of  papers  dealing  with  international 
questions,  the  Italian  Parliament  appears  always  to  have  recog- 
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nised  that  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  must  be  the  sole  Judge 
as  to  the  opportuneness  of  publishing  correspondence  dealing  with 
current  questions. 

[The  Turco-ItaUan  peace  treaty  of  Lausanne,  October  18,  1912,  contained 
the  foUowlng  clause :  "  The  present  treaty  shall  come  Into  force  on  the  day  of 
Its  signature."  Notwithstanding  this  proviso,  the  terms  of  the  treaty  were 
debated  in  the  Parliament  and  the  treaty  was  approved  December  16.] 

[From  Dodd:  Modem  Constitutions.    Vol.  2.] 

ASTICIiE   6   OF  THE  CONSTTrUTION  OF  ITAIiT. 

To  the  King  alone  belongs  the  executive  power.  He  is  the  supreme 
head  of  the  state;  commands  all  land  and  naval  forces;  declares  war; 
makes  treaties  of  peace,  alliance,  commerce,  and  other  treaties,  com- 
municating them  to  the  houses  rfs  soon  as  the  interest  and  security 
of  the  state  permit,  accompanying  such  notice  with  opportune  ex- 
planations; treaties  involving  financial  obligations  or  alterations 
of  the  territory  of  the  state  shall  not  take  effect  until  after  they 
have  received  tne  approval  of  the  Houses. 

(Translated  from  Michon,  Les  Traltes  Intemationaux  Devant  les  Chambres.] 

This  article  is  manifestl}r  copied  from  the  Belgian  constitution. 

Beyond  the  difference  which  we  shall  indicate  in  the  enumeration 
of  treaties  there  are  only  some  inconsequent  changes  in  the  text.  It 
is  to  be  remarked,  however,  that  in  place  of  including  modifications 
of  territory  among  the  treaties  requiring  the  assent  of  the  Chambers 
there  is  a  special  stipulation  exacting  the  enactment  of  a  lav7. 

It  is  regrettable  that  they  have  reproduced  from  the  Belgian 
constitution  the  equivocal  phrase  (have  no  effect)  in  the  treaties  sub- 
mitted to  the  Parliament.  M.  Schanzer,  in  his  interesting  study, 
observes  that  these  words  can  contemplate  the  international  effect 
as  well  as  the  effect  from  the  point  of  view  of  internal  law,  also  as 
well  the  conclusion  as  the  execution  of  treaties.  This,  he  says,  may 
signify  that  although  the  King,  bv  the  ratification  of  a  treaty  affect- 
ing the  finances  or  territory  validly  obligate  the  state,  he  can  not  put 
in  execution  the  stipulation  of  the  treaty  until  he  has  procured 
the  assent  of  the  Chambers ;  or  this  can  mean  that  a  treaty  of  this 
category,  concluded  and  ratified  by  the  King,  has  not  the  effect  of 
creating  an  international  obligation  for  the  State,  because  the  power 
of  the  Kin^  fails  unless  completed  by  the  assent  of  the  Chambers. 
We  have  said  apropos  of  the  Belgian  constitution  that  a  literal  in- 
terpretation seems  to  lead  to  this  second  view;  because  to  say  that 
a  convention  has  not  of  effect  is  to  say  that  it  has  no  effect;  for  if 
in  law  it  obligated  the  state  or  f  orei^  power  it  will  produce  an  effect 
despite  the  impossibility  of  execution.  But  evidently  one  can  not 
make  a  serious  argumentation  upon  such  a  basis.  But  unhappily 
there  is  no  article  of  the  Statute  which  resolves  this  Question. 

The  exact  intent  of  article  5  has  been  discussed  at  length  in  the 
Chambers  of  Deputies,  in  1849,  on  the  occasion  of  the  treaty  of  peace 
with  Austria. 

The  Chamber  having  at  first  refused  to  deliberate  in  secret  com- 
mittees, the  Government  fearing  that  delays  would  give  Austria 
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opportunity  to  impose  harder  conditions,  proceeded  to  ratify  with- 
out consulting  Parliament. 

When,  in  November,  it  presented  the  treaty  already  ratified,  a  long 
discussion  ensued  in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  upon  the  validity  a 
treaty  could  have  whi^h  had  been  ratified  by  the  Sovereign  without 
the  approval  of  Parliament.  Deputy  Buflfa  sustained  that  the  royal 
ratification  sufficed  to  give  character  of  perfection  and  irrevoca- 
bility as  regards  Austria,  and  consequently  he  proposed  to  the 
Chamber  not  to  vote  as  to  approval  of  the  treaty,  except  to  provide 
by  special  laws  for  the  regularity  of  execution.  M.  Pinelli,  although 
considering  it  necessary  to  vote  upon  the  treaty,  agreed  with  M. 
Buffa  that  the  royal  ratification  without  parliamentary  approval 
was  sufficient  to  give  validity  to  the  treaty  in  international  law.  M. 
Mall  ana  combated  very  vigorously  this  interpretation  of  the  statutes, 
claiming  that  constitutional  r^girne  would  thus  be  a  deception. 
M.  Gastinelli  said:  "When  a  nation  lives  under  a  constitutional 
regime,  the  ratification  of  the  Sovereign  in  cases  when  Parlia- 
mentary assent  is  necessary,  contains  always  the  reservation,  if  not 
expressed,  at  least  tacit,  or  this  assentment."  Many  other  members 
of  the  Chamber  spoke  in  the  same  tenor.  Deputy  i^escatore  notably 
said,  "In  the  sense  that  a  treaty  obligates  a  nation  it  is  eflfective, 
the  Statute  declares  that  a  treaty  is  not  eflfective  without  the  consent 
of  Parliament." 

The  question  was  referred  to  a  Commission  to  allow  of  an  examina- 
tion of  the  several  amendments,  but  this  Commission  proposed  to  the 
vote  of  the  Chamber  the  text  of  a  resolution  which  did  not  settle 
the  question  one  way  or  the  other.  Deputy  Buffa  rallied  to  the 
support  of  an  amendment  of  MM.  Rosellini  and  Valerio,  introducing 
the  principle  of  the  definitive  effect  of  royal  ratification.  This 
amendment  was  then  rejected. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Chamber  did  not  formally  re- 
solve the  constitutional  question,  it  can  not  be  denied  that  the  Rosel- 
lini-Valerio-Buffa  proposition  constituted  an  implicit  condemnation 
of  the  theory,  the  approval  of  Parliament  was  only  necessary  for 
the  execution  of  conventions.  Otherwise  Carvonim  himself,  in  the 
sitting  of  the  13th  of  November,  declared  that  he  could  not  give  full 
approbation  to  this  theory.  One  can  observe  a  second  Parliamentary 
conservation  of  the  opposite  thesis,  which  declares  the  vote  of  the 
Chamber  is  similarly  necessary  to  the  validity  of  the  convention  in 
the  implicit  assent  given  by  the  Chamber  when  no  contradiction  was 
offered — ^to  the  affirmation,  very  categorical  in  this  sense,  of  the  deputy 
Guerrieri,  in  the  sitting  of  March  28, 1867,  apropos  of  a  postal  con- 
vention with  Spain. 

'  Further,  the  executive  power,  for  thirty  years,  has  ordinarily  sub- 
mitted treaties  to  Parliament  before  ratification.  At  the  same  time, 
since  this  epoch  the  procedure  has  not  been  definitely  fixed.  The 
treaty  of  navigation  and  commerce  of  Nov.  17,  1883,  for  protec- 
tion of  industrial  property,  was  ratified  after  the  approval  of 
the  Chamber  but  before  the  vote  of  the  Senate.  The  treaty  of 
commerce  between  Italy  and  Austria,  ratified  Nov.  18,  1889,  was 
not  approved  by  the  Chamber  until  Mar.  15, 1889,  and  by  the  Senate 
Marcn  27*    At  the  same  period,  on  the  contrary,  the  treaty  of  amity 
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and  commerce  with  the  Orange  Free  State,  and  the  Convention  with 
Ethiopia  of  Oct.  1,  1889,  was  presented  to  Parliament  before  the 
exchange  of  ratifications. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  the  silence  of  the  text  that  it  is  unconstitu- 
tional to  proceed  to  ratification  prior  to  a  vote  of  the  Chambers.  If 
it  is  admitted  that  this  ratification  does  not  give  validity  to  the  con- 
vention it  must  be  reco^zed  that  the  terms  of  the  vote  of  the  Cham- 
bers is  not  absolutely  m  harmony  with  the  character  attributed  to 
this  vote.  The  form  used  is  as  follows:  "The  Government  of  the 
King  is  authorized  to  give  full  and  entire  execution  to  such  treaty.^' 

It  would  appear  more  exact  that  the  law  should  declare  the  treaty 
approved,  and  that  it  were  called  the  law  of  approbation,  instead  of 
law  of  execution. 

The  King  holds  from  article  5  the  sole  right  of  making  treaties 
of  peace,  but  it  is  neither  contestable  nor  contested  that  the  assent 
of  the  Chamber  is  necessary  when  the  treaty  of  peace  stipulates  a 
financial  charge  or  a  modification  of  territory.  The  only  point  which 
has  been  discussed  is  as  to  the  mode  of  giving  assent.  Apropos  of 
the  treaty  of  peace  with  Austria,  Aug.  6,  1848,  certain  deputies  sus- 
tained that  the  vote  of  the  Chambers  should  bear  only  upon  the  arti- 
cles containing  financial  stipulations,  and  not  upon  the  treaty  as  a 
whole.  Other  members  of  the  Chamber,  on  the  contrary,  as  the  Dep- 
uty Mallana,  affirmed  the  indivisibility  of  the  treaty,  and  said  that  in 
adopting  or  rejecting  a  part,  the  Chamber  adopted  or  rejected  the 
entire  treaty ;  they  deduced  that  the  Parliament  had  the  right  of  pro- 
nouncing upon  the  totality  of  the  treaty  of  peace.  The  Minister 
Mameli  sustained  the  opposite  thesis.  The  Chamber  made  no  de- 
cision upon  the  question,  but  the  report  of  the  Commission  of  the 
Senate  charged  with  the  examination  of  the  treaty,  concluded  that  it 
would  be  more  conformable  to  the  principles  of  constitutional  law  to 
limit  the  vote  of  the  Chamber  alone  to  the  stipulation  which  would 
not  be  eflfective  without  this  vote. 

This  theory  was  never  endorsed  by  any  resolution  of  the  Senate  or 
the  Chamber,  and  the  treaties  of  peace  submitted  to  Parliament  have 
always  been  in  their  totality. 

[TTiis  treaty  was  ratified  without  the  approval  of  the  Parliament 
Supra.]* 

•The  text  of  this  ratification  follows. 

TEXT  OF  THE  RATIFICATION  OF  THE  TURCO-ITALIAN  TREATY 
OF  1848,  WHICH  WAS  NOT  APPROVED  BY  THE  PARLIAMENT 
BEFORE  THE  EXCHANGE  OF  RATIFICATION. 

1.  Ratification  de  l'Empereur  d'Autriche. 

Nos  Franciscus  Josephus  Primus,  etc.,  etc.,  etc. 

Notum  testatumque  omnibus  et  singulis  quorum  interest,  tenore 
praesentium  facimus: 

Ad  stabiliendam  solidam  ac  durabilem  in  Italia  superiore  pacem, 
firmandamque  in  ilia  omnium  bonorum  votis  exoptatam  quietem  a 
Nostro  Plenipotentiario  et  Serenissimi  ac  Potentissimi  Sardiniae 
regis  Plenipotentiariis  plena  utraque  ex  parte  agendi  f  acultate  muni- 
tis,  tractatus  pacis  et  amicitiae  cum  septem  articulis  separatis  et  ad- 
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ditionalibus  die  sexta  mensis  Angustianni  currentis  Mediolani  con- 
f ectus  et  signatus  fuit  tenoris  sequentis : 

(Sequitur  tractatus.) 

Nos  visis  et  perpensis  omnibus  et  singulis  antecedentibus  his  ar- 
ticulis,  illos  omnes  ratos  gratosque  habere  hisce  declaramus,  verbo 
Nostro  Caesareo  Regio  adpromittentes,  Nos  ea  omnia,  quae  in  illis 
continentur  fideliter  executioni  mandaturos  esse.— Quonun  in  fidem 
ma j  usque  robur  praesentes  Ratihabitionis  tabulas  manu  Nostra  sig- 
navimus  sigilloque  Nostro  Caesareo  Regio  adpresso  firmari  jussimus. 

Dabantur  in  Imperiali  Urbe  Nostra  Vienna  Austriae  die  decima 
quarta  mensis  Augusti,  anno  millesimo  octingentesimo  quadragesimo 
nono,  Regnorum  Nostrorum  primo. 

[li.  8.]  Francisus  Josephxjs. 

F.  SCHWABZENBERG  77k  p. 

•2.  Ratification  du  Roi  de  Sardaigne. 

Victor  Emanuel  II.  par  la  grace  de  Dieu  Roi  de  Sardaigne,  de 
Chypre  et  de  Jerusalem,  Due  de  Savoie,  de  Grenes,  de  Montf errat, 
d'Aoste,  de  Chablais.  de  Grenevois  et  Plaisance;  Prince  de  Pi&nont  et 
d'Oneille;  Marquis  a'ltalie,  de  Saluces,  d'lvrfe,  de  Suse,  de  Ceva,  du 
Maro,  d'Oristan,  de  C6rane  et  de  Savone;  Comte  de  Maurienne,  de 
Gteneve,  de  Nice,  de  Tende,  de  Romont,  d'Asti,  d'Alexandrie,  de 
Goc6au,  de  Novare,  de  Tortone,  de  Vigevano  et  de  Bobbio,  Baron  de 
Vaud  et  de  Faussigny;  Seigneur  de  Verceil,  de  Pignerol,  de  Taran- 
taise,  de  Lumelline  et  de  la  v  all^e  de  Sesia,  etc.,  etc.,  etc. 

A  tous  ceux  qui  ces  presentes  verront,  salut. — Nous  ayant  vu  et 
examine  le  Traite  de  paix,  ainsi  que  les  articles  separ6s  et  additionnels 
conclus  et  signfe  k  Milan  le  sixifeme  jour  de  ce  mois  par  Nos  pleni- 

SDtentiaires  le  Comte  de  Pralormo,  le  Chevalier  Dabormida  et  le 
hetalier  Boncompagni,  et  par  le  Chevalier  de  Brack,  pl^nipoten- 
tiaire  de  Sa  Majeste  T'Empereur  d'Autriche,  des  quels  Traite  et  Ar- 
ticles separes  et  additionnels  la  teneur  suit. 

Au  nom  de  la  trfes  Sainte  et  Indivisible  Trinite ! 

(Sequitur  tractatus.) 

Nous  ayant  agreable  let  Traits  et  les  Articles  s6par&  et  addition- 
nels ci-dessus  en  toutes  et  chacune  des  dispositions  qui  y  sont  con- 
tenues.  les  avons  acceptfis,  approuv&,  ratifies  et  confirmes,  comme  par 
les  presentes  signees  de  Notre  main,  Nous  les  acceptons,  approuvons, 
ratmons  et  connrmons,  tant  pour  Nous  que  pour  Nos  heritiers  et  suc- 
cesseurs,  promettant  en  f  oi  et  parole  de  JBoi,  de  les  observer  et  de  les 
faire  inviolablement  observer  sans  jamais  y  contrevenir,  ni  permettre 
qu'il  y  soit  contrevenu  directement  ou  indirectement  pour  quelque 
cause  et  sous  quelque  pr^texte  que  ce  soit. — En  foi  de  quoi  Nous  avons 
fait  contresigner  les  presentes  par  le  Chevalier  Maxime  Tapparelli 
d'Azeglio,  Decori6  de  la  Medaille  du  Merite  Militaire,  Colonel  de  Ca- 
valerie.  President  de  Notre  Conseil  des  Ministres,  Charge  du  Porte- 
feuille  des  affaires  etrangferes,  Notaire  de  la  Couronne  et  Sur-Inten- 
dant  general  des  postes,  et  y  avons  fait  mettre  Notre  grand  sceau. 
Donne  en  Notre  Palais  de  Moncalieri,  le  douzifeme  jour  du  mois 
d'Aoiit,  Pan  de  grace  Mil-huit-cent  quarante-neuf. 

Victor  Emmanuei*. 

M.  AzEGUO. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GERMAN 


CONSTITUTION  OF  THE  GERMAN  EMPIRE 

Art.  4.  The  following  matters  shall  be  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Empire  and  subject  to  miperial  legislation : 

(1)  Regulations  with  respect  to  the  freedom  of  migration;  mat- 
ters of  domicile  and  settlement;  citizenship;  passports;  surveillance 
of  foreigners;  trade  and  industry,  including  insurance;  so  far  as 
these  matters  are  not  already  provided  for  by  Art.  3  of  this  consti- 
tution. In  Bavaria,  however,  exclusive  of  matters  relating  to  domi- 
cile and  settlement;  and  likewise  matters  relating  to  colonization  and 
emigration  to  foreign  countries. 

(2)  Legislation  concerning  customs  duties,  commerce,  and  such 
taxes  as  are  to  be  applied  to  me  use  of  the  Empire. 

(3)  Regulation  of  weights  and  measures;  of  the  coinage;  and  the 
establishment  of  the  principles  for  the  issue  of  funded  and  unfunded 
paper  money. 

(4)  General  banking  regulations. 

(5)  Patents  for  inventions. 

^6)  The  protection  of  intellectual  property. 

(7)  The  organization  of  a  general  system  of  protection  for  Ger- 
man trade  in  foreign  countries,  of  German  navigation,  and  of  the 
German  flag  on  the  high  seas ;  and  the  establishment  of  a  common 
consular  representation,  which  shall  be  maintained  by  the  Empire. 

(8)  Railway  matters,  subject  in  Bavaria  to  the  provisions  of  Art. 
46;  and  the  construction  of  land  and  water  ways  for  the  purposes  of 
public  defense  and  of  general  commerce, 

(9)  Rafting  and  navigation  upon  waterways  which  are  common 
to  several  States,  the  condition  of  such  waterways^  river  and  other 
water  dues  [and  also  the  signals  of  maritime  navigation  (beacons, 
buoys,  lights,  and  other  signals)]. 

(iO)  Postal  and  telegraph  affairs;  in  Bavaria  and  Wiirttemberg, 
however,  only  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Art.  52. 

(11).  Regulations  concerning  the  reciprocal  execution  of  judicial 
f?entences  in  civil  matters,  and  the  fulfillment  of  requisitions  in 
general. 

(12)  The  authentication  of  public  documents. 

(13)  General  legislation  as  to  the  whole  domain  of  civil  and 
criminal  law,  and  judicial  procedure. 

(14:)  The  imperial  military  and  naval  affairs. 

(15)  Police  regulation  of  medical  and  veterinary  matters. 

(16)  Laws  relating  to  the  press  and  to  the  right  of  association. 
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IV.   THE    PRESIDENCY. 

Art.  11.  To  the  King  of  Prussia  shall  belong  the  presidency  of 
the  Confederation,  and  he  shall  have  the  title  of  German  Emperor. 
It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Emperor  to  represent  the  Empire  among 
nations,  to  declare  war  and  to  conclude  peace  in  the  name  of  the 
Empire,  to  enter  into  alliances  and  other  treaties  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, to  accredit  ambassadors  and  to  receive  them. 

For  a  declaration  of  war  in  the  name  of  the  Empire,  the  consent  of 
the  Bundesrat  is  required,  unless  an  attack  is  made  upon  the  federal 
territory  or  its  coasts. 

So  far  as  treaties  with  foreign  countries  relate  to  matters  which, 
according  to  Art.  4,  are  to  be  regulated  by  imperial  legislation,  the 
consent  of  the  Bimdesrat  shall  be  requirea  for  their  conclusion,  and 
the  approval  of  the  Reichstag  shall  be  necessary  to  render  them  valid. 
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The  following  document  has  been  selected  as  giving  typical  ex- 
amples of  the  methods  adopted  in  different  countries  in  dealing  with 
special  treaties. 


RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES  BETWEEN  GREAT  BRITAIN 
AND  THE  UNITED  STATES,  1788  AND  1816 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 

[ParUamentary  History  of  England,  vols.  2-3,  London,  1814.] 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  KING  ON   MAKING  PEACE  WITH  THE  AMERICAN  COLONIES, 

FEBRUARY   27,    1782. 

The  minister  being  thus  left  in  a  minority,  general  Conway  fol- 
lowed up  his  first  motion  with  another : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  most  humbly  to  repre- 
sent to  his  Majesty,  that  the  farther  prosecution  of  offensive  war  on  the  conti- 
nent of  North  America,  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  revolted  colonies  to 
obedience  by  force,  will  be  the  means  of  weakening  the  efforts  of  tills  country 
a)<ainst  her  European  enemies,  tends,  under  the  present  circumstances,  dan- 
gerously to  increase  the  mutual  enmity  so  fatal  to  the  interests  both  of  Great 
Britain  and  America;  and,  by  preventing  an  happy  reconciliation  with  that 
country',  to  frustrate  the  earnest  desire  graciously  expressed  by  his  Majesty 
to  restore  the  blessings  of  public  tranquillity. 

This  motion  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

Resolved,  That  the  said  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty  by  the  whole 
House. 

March  4.  The  Speaker  reported  to  the  House,  that  the  House  had 
attended  his  Majesty  with  their  Address,  to  which  he  had  been 
pleased  to  return  the  following  Answer : 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons:  There  are  no  objects  nearer  to  my 
heart  than  the  ease,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of  my  people.  You  may  be 
asBured,  that,  in  pursuance  of  your  advice,  I  shall  take  such  measures  as  shall 
appear  to  me  to  be  most  conducive  to  the  restoration  of  harmony  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  revolted  colonies,  so  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  both ; 
and  that  my  efforts  shall  be  directed  in  the  most  effectual  manner  against 
our  European  enemies,  until  such  a  peace  can  be  obtained  as  shall  consist  with 
the  interests  and  permanent  welfare  of  my  kingdoms. 

General  Conway  rose  to  move  an  Address  to  his  Majesty.  He  was 
sorry,  he  said,  that  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  trouble  the  House  so 
often ;  but  he  hoped  that  they  would  excuse  him,  on  account  of  the 
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great  importance  of  the  subject,  on  which  he  -had  so  often  taken  the 
liberty  to  solicit  their  attention.  Often  foiled  in  the  course  of  the 
present  war,  in  his  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  hostilities  with  America, 
he  had  for  once  succeeded  in  a  motion  from  which  great  expectations 
might  be  formed,  though  he  had  no  great  reason  to  flatter  himself 
or  the  House  very  much  from  the  answer  that  had  been  made  to  the 
Address,  which  had  followed  his  motion,  as  it  was  tiot  quite  so  ex- 
plicit as  he  could  have  wished;  however,  he  thought  it  right  and 
proper  to  return  thanks  for  it  to  the  throne,  expressive  of  the  satis- 
faction of  the  House,  at  those  pacific  dispositions  which  were  mani- 
fested in  his  Majesty's  Answer.  But  he  trusted  he  should  be  sec- 
onded by  the  House  in  his  desire  to  secure  themselves  and  this 
country  against  the  possibility  of  a  doubt  that  the  American  war  was 
not  now  completely  concluded.  Something,  perhaps,  might  yet  be 
wanting  to  confirm  the  resolution  of  the  House  last  T^dnesday; 
something  by  which  ministers  would  be  so  expressly  bound,  tiat, 
howeVer  desirous  of  evasion,  they  would  not  have  it  in  their  power 
to  evade  the  injunction  of  that  House;  but  now  he  would  move: 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty  to  return  his  Majesty 
the  thanks  of  this  House  for  Ws  most  gracious  Answer  to  their  Address  pre- 
sented to  his  Majesty  on  Friday  last  and  for  the  assurances  his  Majesty  has 
most  graciously  been  pleased  to  give  them  of  his  Intention,  In  pursuance  of  the 
advice  of  this  House,  to  take  such  measures  as  shall  appear  most  conducive  to 
the  restoration  of  harmony  between  Great  Britain  and  the  revolted  colonies; 
and  that  his  efforts  shall  be  directed  in  the  most  effectual  manner  against  our 
European  enemies  until  such  a  peace  can  be  obtained  as  shall  consist  with  the 
permanent  welfare  and  prosperity  of  his  kingdoms ;  this  House  being  convinced 
that  nothing  can,  in  the  present  circumstances  of  this  country,  so  essentially 
promote  those  great  objects  of  his  Majesty's  paternal  care  for  his  people  as  the 
measures  which  his  faithful  Commons  have  most  humbly  but  earnestly  recom- 
mended to  his  Majesty. 

Viscount  Althorpe  should  consider- himself  wanting  in  duty  to  his 
sovereign  if  he  did  not  rise  to  second  the  motion.  At  the  same  time, 
he  said,  he  was  not  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  Answer  that  had  been 
given  to  the  late  Address;  and  he  wished  that  the  hon.  member  would 
take  some  step  that  might  tend  to  enforce  the  spirit  of  that  Address. 
With  respect  to  the  motion  then  before  the  House,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  carried  unanimously  as  a  mark  of  that  respect  which  the  House 
entertained  for  his  Majesty. 

The  motion  was  carried  nam.  cdn. 

HOTTSE  OF  LOBDS. 

DEBATE  IN  THE  LORDS  RESPECTING  THE  ARTICLES  OF  THE  PROVISIONAL 
TREATY  RELATIVE  TO  THE  RECOGNITION  OF  THE  INDEPENDENCY  OF 
AMERICA.  A.  D.  1782. 

In  the  course  of  debate  in  the  Lords  respiting  the  Articles  of  the 
Provisional  Treaty  relative  to  the  Recognition  of  the  Independency 
of  America,  December  13,  Earl  Fitzwilfiam  put  the  following  ques- 
tion to  the  Prime  Minister.  He  had  written  it  down,  in  order  to  be 
more  distinct  in  the  matter,  and  it  was  as  follows : 

Is  it  to  be  understood,  that  the  Independence  of  America  is  never  again  to 
become  a  subject  of  doubt,  discussion,  or  bargain;  but  is  to  take  effect  abso- 
lutely, at  any  period,  near  or  remote,  whenever  a  treaty  of  peace  is  concluded 
with  the  court  of  France,  though  the  present  treaty  should  entirely  break  oif  ? 
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Or,  on  the  contrary,  is  the  independence  of  America  merely  contingent ;  so  tliat 
if  the  particular  treaty,  now  negociatlng  with  that  court,  should  not  terminate 
in  a  peace,  the  offer  is  to  be  considered  as  revoked,  and  the  independence  left 
to  be  determined  by  circumstances  and  the   events  of  war? 

*  *  •  N  «  «  «  « 

The  Earl  of  Shelbume  replied  (in  part)  as  follows : 

A  time  would  speedily  come  when  the  noble  Earl  would  have  a  right  to  call 
for  the  agreement  which  was  concluded  with  the  Americans;  and  ministers 
h^d  themselves  responsible  to  their  country  for  the  articles  which  it  contained. 
In  the  meantime  he  begged  the  House  to  remember,  that  the  thing  was  done» 
that  the  treaty  was  signed  and  sealed ;  and  that,  whether  It  was  good  or  bad, 
the  production  of  it  could  not  vary  the  measure,  in  order  to  malce  it  what  noble 
lords  might  wish  it  to  be.  He  begged  them  at  the  same  time  to  remember,  that 
that  agreement  with  the  Americans  had  been  made  in  consequence  of  an  act 
of  the  last  session,  empowering  his  Majesty  to  conclude  the  differences  be- 
tween this  country  and  America,  so  anxious  had  parliament  been  that  there 
should  be  no  obscurity  in  the  matter;  and  the  King's  ministers  were  anxious 
that  peace  should  be  suddenly  restored  to  this  country. 


TREATY  AS   RELATE   TO   THE   RECOGNITION    OF  THE  INDEPENDENCY   OF 
AMERICA  DECEMBER  18. 

Mr.  Fox  said  that  no  two  things  upon  earth  could  be  more  oppo- 
site to  each  other,  or  differ  more,  than  the  explanation  given  to 
the  same  treaty  by  his  Majesty's  ministers  in  one  place  and  a 
minister  of  his  Majesty  in  another ;  for  while  the  former  had  fairly 
and  roundly  declared  the  treaty  with  America  to  be  final,  conclu- 
sive, and  irrevocable;  the  latter  as  roundlv  asserted  the  very  con- 
trary. He  adverted  particularly  to  what  tne  earl  of  Shelbume  had 
said  on  the  sacredness  of  secresy  in  this  case. 

DEBATE  IN  THE  LORDS  ON  THE  PRELIMINARY  ARTICLES  OF  PEACE  FEBRU- 
ARY 17,  A.  D.  1783. 

Speaker,  Earl  of  Pembroke: 

That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  to  return  his  Majesty 
the  thanks  of  this  House  for  his  gracious  condescension  In  ordering  to  be  laid 
before  us  the  Preliminary  Articles  of  the  different  treaties  which  his  Majesty 
hath  concluded,  and  to  assure  his  Majesty  that  we  have  considered  them  with 
that  attention  which  so  important  a  subject  requires. 

To  express  in  the  most  grateful  manner  to  his  Majesty  our  satisfaction,  that 
hlB  Majesty  has,  in  consequence  of  the  powers  entrusted  to  him,  laid  the  founda- 
tion by  the  pibvlsional  Articles  with  the  States  of  North  America  for  a  Treaty 
of  Peace,  which,  we  trust,  will  Insure  perfect  reconciliation  and  friendship  be- 
tween both  countries. 

That,  in  this  confidence,  we  presume  to  express  to  liis. Majesty  our  just  ex- 
pectation that  the  several  States  of  North  America  will  carry  into  effectual  and 
satisfactory  execution  those  measures  which  the  congress  is  so  solemnly  bound 
by  the  Treaty  to  recommend  In  favour  of  such  persons  as  have  suffered  for  the 
part  which  they  have  taken  in  the  war ;  and  that  we  consider  this  circumstance 
as  the  surest  indication  of  returning  friendship;  and  to  acknowledge  to  his 
Majesty  our  due  sense  of  that  wise  and  paternal  regard  for  the  happiness  of 
his  subjects  which  induced  his  Majesty  to  relieve  them  from  that  bnrthensome 
and  expensive  war  by  the  Preliminary  Articles  of  Peace  concluded  between  his 
Majesty  and  the  most  Christian  Oatholic  Kings. 

To  assure  his  Majesty  that  we  shall  encourage  and  promote  every  exertion  of 
his  subjects  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  the  cultivation  and  improvement 
of  those  resources  which  must  tend  to  the  certain  augmentation  of  our  public 
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Strength,  and  that  with  these  views  we  shall  most  diligently  turn  our  attention 
to  a  revision  of  all  our  commercial  laws  and  endeavour  to  frame  them  upon  such 
liberal  principles  as  may  best  extend  our  trade  and  navigation  and  proportion- 
ably  encrease  his  Majesty's  naval  power,  which  can  alone  ensure  the  prosperity 
of  his  dominions. 

RATIFICATION  OF  THE  DEFINITIVB  TREATY  BY  (X)NGR£S8,  1783. 

Kjiow  ye  that  we,  the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled,  having 
seen  and  considered  the  .definitive  articles  aforesaid  (meaning  the 
treaty  signed  by  the  commissioners  in  Paris  on  the  30th  of  November, 
1782),  have  approved,  ratified,  and  confirmed,  and  by  these  presents 
do  approve,  ratify,  and  confirm,  the  said  articles,  and  every  part  and 
clause  thereof,  engaging  and  promising  that  we  will  sincerely  and 
faithfully  perform  and  observe  the  same,  and  never  suffer  them  to  be 
violated  by  anyone,  or  transgressed  in  any  manner,  as  far  as  lies  in 
our  power. 

In  testimony  whereof  we  have  caused  the  seal  of  the  United  States 
to  be  hereunto  affixed.  Witness  his  excellency  Thomas  Mifflin,  Presi- 
dent, this  fourteenth  day  of  January,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thoasand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-iour,  and  in  the  eighth  year  of 
the  sovereignty  and  independence  of  the  United  States  or  America. 

RATIFICATION  OF  THE  DEFINITIVE  TREATY  BY  GREAT  BRITAIN. 

George  the  Third,  by  the  Grace  of  God  King  of  Great  Britain, 
France,  and  Ireland,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  Duke  of  Brunswick  and 
Limenburg,  Arch  Treasurer,  and  Prince  Elector  of  the  Holy  Bomain 
Empire,  &c.,  to  all  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting: 

Whereas  a  definitive  treaty  of  peace  and  friendship  between  us  and 
our  good  friends  the  United  States  of  America,  viz.  New  Hampshire, 
Massachusetts  Bay,  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plantations,  Con- 
necticut, New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia,  was  con- 
cluded and  signed  at  Paris  the  3d  day  of  September  last  by  the  pleni- 
potentiaries of  us  and  our  said  good  friends,  duly  and  respectively 
authorized  for  that  purpose,  which  definitive  treaty  is  in  the  form 
and  words  following:    [Here  follows  the  treaty.] 

We,  having  seen  and  considered  the  definitive  treatv  aforesaid,  have 
approved,  ratified,  accepted,  and  confirmed  it,  in  all  and  every  one 
of  its  articles  and  clauses,  as  we  do  by  these  presents,  for  ourself ,  our 
heirs,  and  successors,  approve,  ratify,  accept,  and  confirm  the  same, 
engaging  and  promising,  upon  our  royal  word,  that  we  will  sincerelv 
and  faitnf uUv  perform  and  observe  aU  and  singular  the  things  which 
are  contained^  in  the  aforesaid  treaty,  and  that  we  will  never  suffer  it 
to  be  violated  by  anyone  or  transgressed  in  Any  manner,  as  far  as  it 
lies  in  our  power.  For  the  greater  testimony  and  validity  of  all 
which  we  have  caused  our  great  seal  of  Great  Britain  to  be  affixed  to 
these  presents,  which  we  have  signed  with  our  royal  hand. 

Given  at  the  court  of  St.  James,  the  ninth  day  of  April,  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  eighty-four,  in  the  twenty-fourth  year  of  our 
reign. 

GeorobR. 
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RATIFICATION   OF  THE  TREATY   (JAY)    WITH   GREAT   BRITAIN, 

1794-5 

George  Washington,  President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to  all  and  sin- 
gnlar  to  whom  these  Presents  shall  come,  greeting. 

Whereas  a  certain  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  His  Britannic  Majesty  was  concluded  and  signed 
between  their  Plenipotentiary  the  Honouratje  John  Jay,  Chief  Justice  of  The 
United  States,  and  their  Envoy  Extraordinary  to  His  said  Majesty,  and  the 
Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  the  Right  Honourable  William  Wynd- 
ham,  Baron  Grenville  of  Wotton,  one  of  His  Majesty's  Privy  Council,  and  His 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  at  London,  on  the  19th  day  of 
November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1794,  which  Treaty  is  word  for  word  as  fol- 
low; to  wit: 

(Here  follows  the  Treaty.) 

And  whereas  the  Senate  of  The  United  States  did,  by  their  Resolution  on  the 
24th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1795,  (all  the  Senators  of  The  United 
States  being  then  present,  and  2- thirds  thereof  concurring),  "  consent  to  and  ad- 
vise the  President  of  the  United  States  to  ratify  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce, 
and  Navigation,  between  His  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  concluded  at  London  the  19th  day  of  November,  1794,  on  condition  that 
there  be  added  to  the  said  Treaty  an  Article,  whereby  it  shall  be  agreed  to  sus- 
pend the  operation  of  so  much  of  the  Xllth  Article  as  respects  the  Trade  which 
His  said  Majesty  thereby  consents  may  be  carried  on  between  The  United 
States  and  his  Islands  in  the  West  Indies,  in  the  manner,  and  on  the  terms 
and  conditions  therein  specified". 

And  whereas  it  will  satisfy,  and  be  conformable  with  the  said  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  if  there  be  added  to  the  said  Treaty  an  Article  in  the 
following  words,  that  is  to  say, 

ADDITIONAL   ARTICLE. 

**It  is  further  agreed  between  the  said  Contracting  Parties,  that  the  opera- 
tion of  so  much  of  the  Xllth  Article  of  the  said  Treaty  as  respects  the  Trade 
which  His  said  Majesty  thereby  consents  may  be  carried  on  between  The 
United  States  and  his  Islands  in  the  West  Indies,  in  the  manner,  and  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  therein  specified,  shall  he  suspended". 

Now  therefore,  I,  George  Washington,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  having  seen  and  considered  the  Treaty  and  Additional  Article  afore- 
said, do,  in  pursuance  of  the  aforesaid  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  of 
the  I'liitwl  States  of  America,  by  these  Presents,  ratify,  accept,  and  confirm  the 
said  Treaty  and  the  said  Additional  Article,  as  the  same  are  herein  before  set 
forth. 

And  I  do  moreover  hereby  declare,  that  the  said  Treaty  and  the  said  Addi- 
tional Article  form  together  one .  Instrument,  and  are  a  Treaty  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  His  Britannic  Majesty,  made  by  the  President  of 
The  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  thereof. 

For  the  greater  testimony  and  validity  of  all  which,  I  have  caused  the  Great 
Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  be  affixed  to  tliese  Presents,  and  have 
signed  the  same  with  my  hand. 

Given  at  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  the  14th  day  of  August,  in  the  year  1795, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  20th. 

(L.  8.)  Geo.  Washington. 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America, 

Edm.  Randolph, 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States  of  AmetHca, 

121334— S.  Doc.  26,  66-1 4 
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RATIFICATION  OF  THE  TREATY  OF  PEACE  BETWEEN  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  UNITED  STATES,  1814 

HOTTSE  OF  LOBDS. 

Thursday,  March  16,  1815. 

[Great  Britain,  Parliamentary  Debates.    Hansard  first  series  30,  Mar.  6,  1815, 
to  May  1, 1815,  pp.  205,  206,  209,  600,  501,  513,  533,  649,  650,  651.] 

TREATY  WITH   AMERICA. 

The  Earl  of  Liverpool  laid  on  the  table  the  Treaty  of  Peace  with 
the  United  States  of  America,  and  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  the  consideration  of  it  on  Wednesday. 

Earl  Grey  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  min- 
isters to  lay  before  the  House  any  information  as  to  the  previous 
negociations. 

The  Earl  of  Liverpool  answered  in  the  negative. 

Earl  Grey  observed,  that  it  had  been  the  practice  to  communicate 
information  respecting  negociations  which  had  terminated  to  the 
House ;  and  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  come  to  the  proper  con- 
sideration of  the  Treaty  without  knowing  what  had  been  the  previ- 
ous demands,  and  in  what  manner  those  demands  had  been  persisted 
in  or  retracted. 

The  Earl  of  Liverpool  denied  that  it  had  been  the  practice  to  com- 
mujiicate  information  respecting  negociations  that  had  terminated 
happily.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed  there  was  no  precedent  what- 
ever of  that  nature.  With  respect  to  those  negociations  that  had 
broken  off,  it  undoubtedly  had  been  the  practice  to  communicate 
information  to  Parliament.  In  the  present  instance,  however,  there 
was  no  necessity  for  any  such  communication,  and  therefore  none 
was  intended  to  be  made ;  nor  was  it  intended  at  all  to  recur  to  the 
negociation,  but  to  groimd  an  Address  to  the  Prince  Regent,  on  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  being  satisfactory  and  advantageous  to  th^ 
country. 

Earl  Grey  again  urged  the  impossibility  of  properly  considering 
the  Treaty  without  having  information  of  the  previous  negociation, 
particularly  if  it  should  turn  out,  as  he  believed  was  the  case,  that 
we  had  rejected  moderate  overtures  in  the  hour  of  elation  ana  suc- 
cess, to  which  we  had  afterwards  acceded  when  the  time  came  of 
reverse  and  defeat.  He  did  not  know  at  the  moment  whether  any 
precedent  of  such  a  communication  existed,  but  he  thought  the  in- 
formation he  sought  for  of  so  much  importance  to  the  proper  discus- 
sion of  the  question  that  ^e  should  take  an  opportunity,  of  moving 
for  its  production. 

HOTTSE     OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  March  16. 

TREATY  OP  PEACE  WITH  AMERICA. 

Lord  Castlereagh  presented,  by  command  of  the  Prince  Regent, 
a  "Copy  of  a  Treatj  of  Peace  and  Amity  between  his  Britannic 
Majesty  and  the  United  States  of  America,  signed  at  Ghent,  24th 
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of  December,  1814 ;  the  ^Ratifications  of  which  Treaty  were  exchanged 
at  Washington  the  17th  February,  1815."  The  noble  lord  said  he 
should  move  that  on  Wednesday  next  the  Report  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration by  the  House. 

Mr.  Homer  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  lord  to  lay  before  the  House  the  papers  respecting  the  nego- 
ciations  which  had  lead  to  the  treaty.         • 

Ix)rd  Castlereagh  replied  that  he  by  no  means  considered  it  a  mat- 
ter of  course  that  the  Executive  should  lay  before  the  House  all  the 
papers  which  passed  preceding  the  treaty.  He  conceived  that  the 
treaty  itself  miffht  be  submitted  to  the  House  for  its  approbation, 
and  that  it  might  be  judged  of  on  its  own  merits.  This  treaty  had 
restored  the  two  countries  to  peace,  and  it  would  be  for  the  House 
to  judge  whether  there  was  any  thing  in  it  contrary  to  the  honour  or 
the  interests  of  Great  Britain.  It  was  not  usual  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  details  of  a  ne^ociation  which  ended  in  a  treaty,  unless  the 
House  should  see  somethmg  so  reprehensible  in  the  conduct  of  Gov- 
ernment as  to  call  for  those  details. 

HOUSE  OF  LOBDS. 

Monday,  April  17. 

address  on  the  treaty  of  peace  with  america. 

The  Earl  of  Liverpool  rose  to  move  an  Address  to  the  Prince 
Regent,  approving  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace  concluded  with  the  X^nitM 
States  of  America.  As  he  did  not  anticipate  any  opposition,  he  did 
not  think  it  at  all  necessary  or  proper  to  detain  their  lordships  for 
any  long  time  on  this  subject,  or  to  enter  upon  any  discussion  of 
topics  with  respect  to  which  he  was  aware  that  much  difference  of 
opinion  prevailed. 

«  m  «  «  «  «  « 

On  the  whole,  the  noble  earl  considered  the  Treaty  as  eaually  hon- 
ourable and  advantageous  to  this  country ;  and  concluded  by  moving 
an  Address  to  the  Prince  Regent,  assuring  his  Royal  Highness  of  the 
?reat  satisfaction  felt  by  the  House  at  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  Treaty  of  Peace  concluded  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  of  America. 

HOUSE     OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  March  16,  1815. 

treatt  of  peace  with  a»rerica. 

Lord  Castlereagh  presented,  by  command  of  the  Prince  Regent,  a 
"Copy  of  a  Treatv  of  Peace  [and  Amity  between  his  Britannic 
Majesty]  and  the  tJnited  States  of  America,  signed  at  Ghent,  24th 
of  December,  1814;  the  Ratifications  of  which  Treaty  were  ex- 
changed at  Washington  the  l7th  February,  1815.''  The  noble  lord 
said  he  should  move  that  on  Wednesday  next  the  Report  l>e  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  House. 
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Mr.  Horner  wislicd  to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  lord  to  lay  before  the  House  the  papers  i-especting  the  negotia- 
tion which  had  led  to  the  treaty. 

Lord  Castlereaffh  replied  that  he  by  no  means  considered  it  a 
matter  of  course  that  the  Executive  should  lay  before  the  House  all 
the  papers  which  passed  preceding  the  treaty.  He  conceived  that 
the  treaty  itself  might  be  submitted  to  the  House  for  its  approbation, 
and  that  it  might  be  judged  of  on  its  own  merits.  This  treaty  had 
restored  the  two  countries  to  peace,  and  it  would  be  for  the  House 
to  judge  whether  there  was  anything  in  it  contrary  to  the  honour 
or  the  mterests  of  Great  Britain.  It  was  not  usual  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  details  of  a  negotiation  which  ended  in  a  treaty,  unless 
the  House  should  see  something  so  reprehensible  in  the  conduct  of 
Government  as  to  call  for  those  details. 

ADDRESS  ox  THE  TREATY  OF  PEACE  WITH  AMERICA,  APRIL   11,   1815. 

Mr.  Hart  Davis  rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  an  address  of 
thanks  to  the  Prince  Eegent  for  the  treaty  of  peace  with  the  United 
States  of  America. 

♦  «♦♦♦«« 

The  honorable  gentleman  concluded  with  moving: 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  royal  highness  the  Prince  Regent 
to  return  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  most  humble  Thanks  of  this  House  for 
having  been  graciously  pleased  to  lay  before  us  a  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace 
and  Amity  concluded  and  ratified  between  his  Majesty  and  the  United  States 
of  America:  To  assure  his  Royal  Highness  that,  having  fully  considered  the 
same,  we  reflect,  with  the  utmost  gratitude  and  satisfaction  on  the  fresh 
proof  that  has  Ijeen  afforded  by  the  conclusion  of  this  important  arrangement 
of  his  Royal  Highness's  anxious  regard  for  the  welfare  of  his  Majesty's 
people;  an  arrangement  which  we  trust  will  establish  a  perfect  reconciliation 
and  permanent  friendship  between  the  two  countries  united  by  so  many  ties  of 
common  origin  and  reciprocal  interests. 

Speaker,  Mr.  Ponsonby,  April  11,  1815.  With  these  sentiments, 
Sir,  not  thinking  the  Address  moved  by  the  hon.  member  such  as 
ought  to  be  presented  to  the  Throne,  I  shall  propose  the  following 
amendment : 

To  assure  his  Royal  Highness  that  we  contemplate  with  great  satisfaction 
the  restoration  of  a  state  of  peace  and  amity  between  his  Majesty  and  the 
United  States  of  North  America ;  but  we  should  deem  ourselves  highly  deficient 
in  the  discharge  of  our  duty  towards  his  Majesty  and  his  people,  were  we  not 
to  express  to  his  Royal  Highness  our  deepest  regret,  that  a  measure  so  neces- 
sary to  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  his  Majesty's  dominions  was  not  sooner 
accomplishetl :  That  in  reviewing  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  which  his  Royal 
Highness  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  lay  before  us,  we  are  at  a  loss  to  dis- 
cover what  were  the  causes  which  so  long  retarded  its  conclusion :  That,  in 
our  opinion,  the  honour  of  his  Majesty's  crown,  and  the  interests  of  his  people, 
both  required  that  so  soon  as  the  peace  of  Europe  had  been  established  by  the 
Treaty  signed  at  Paris  on  the  30th  of  May,  in  the  last  year,  the  spee<liest  and 
most  effectual  measures  should  have  been  adopted  for  the  negociation  of  a 
Treaty  of  peace  with  the  United  States  of  North  America :  That  the  complete 
and  entire  cessation  of  hostilities  in  Europe  had  removed  or  suspended  the 
operation  of  the  causes  which  had  occasioned  or  accompanied  the  late  war  be- 
tween his  IViajesty  and  the  United  States:  That  the  elevated  and  commanding 
station  which  the  Ignited  Kingdom  then  held  amongst  the  nations  of  the  world, 
would  have  rendere<l  the  manifestation  of  a  sincere  wish  for  the  restoration  of 
the  blessings  of  peace  with  the  United  States,  liighly  honourable  to  his  Majesty's 
counsels ;  and  would  have  afforded  the  Government  and  people  of  America  the 
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most  aneqnivocal  proofs  of  the  generosity  and  magnanimity  of  tlie  British  na- 
tion ;  of  a  sincere  desire  to  bury  in  lasting  oblivion  the  recollection  of  that  hos- 
tility which  then  unhappily  subsisted,  and  of  its  anxious  wishes  for  the  re- 
ftstablishment  of  peace  upon  terms  honourable  and  advantageous  to  both  coun- 
tries, and  likely  to  insure  its  own  permanency  by  the  justice  and  liberality  of 
its  conditions:  That  we  are  the  more  deeply  afflicted  by  the  long  and  (as  we 
deem  it)  unnecessary  delay  in  the  conclusion  of  peace,  when  we  reflect  upon  the 
great  and  irreparable  injury  his  Majesty  and  his  people  have  sustahied,  by  the 
unnecessary  and  unprofitable  waste  of  treasure,  by  the  loss  of  so  many  dis- 
tinguished and  heroic  oflicers,  and  of  such  numbers  of  brave,  loyal,  and  experi- 
enced troops;  and  we  most  deeply  lament,  that  these  calamities  should  be  ag- 
gravated by  the  mortifying  reflection  that  the  fame  of  the  British  arms  may 
appear  to  be  diminished  by  the  failure  of  the  latest  military  enterprizes  of  the 
war :  That  it  affords  us,  however,  consolation  to  find  that  peace  is  at  length  re- 
established ;  and  to  assure  his  Royal  Highness  that  it  is  the  earnest  wish  and 
desire  of  this  House  to  cultivate  and  maintain  the  most  cordial  and  Intimate 
union  with  the  Government  and  people  of  the  United  States :  That  we  rely  upon 
his  Royal  Hlghness's  wisdom  and  goodness  to  cherish  and  preserve  the  most 
friendly  relations  between  then»  and  his  Majesty's  subjects ;  and  we  confidently 
trust,  that  a  corresponding  disposition  in  the  Government  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States  will  enable  his  Royal  Highness  to  continue  unimpaired  and  undis- 
turbed the  harmony  now  so  happily  restored  between  them;  and  that  the  two 
freest  nations  In  the  world  may  exhibit  to  mankind  the  grateful  spectacle  of 
mutual  confidence  and  lasting  peace. 

Mr.  Bobinson  supported  the  Address,  and  contended  that  no  un-« 
necessary  delay  had  been  occasioned  by  the  British  commissioners. 
W^ith  respect  to  the  attack  on  Washington,  as  that  event  took  place 
in  the  month  of  August,  and  the  first  meeting  of  the  commissioners 
was  on  thie  8th  of  that  month,  the  event  would  have  equally  taken 
place,  if  they  had  concluded  the  treaty  the  first  day  of  their  meeting. 

The  House  then  divided : 

For  the  Amendment ' ^ 37 

Against  It 128 

MaJoHty 91 

The  Address  was  then  agreed  to. 
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GREAT   BRITAIN 


TREATY  OF  PARIS,  1856 

THE  TREATY  OF  PEACE 

house  of  commons. 
April  28, 1856. 

The  Earl  of  Clarendon.  I  rise,  my  Lords,  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
Yoiir  Lordships'  House  a  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace  concluded  at 
Paris,  which  has  been  signed  by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  England, 
France,  Russia,  Austria,  Prussia,  Sardinia,  and  Turkey.  The  rati- 
fications of  this  treaty  were  exchanged  yesterday,  and  have  been  re- 
ceived to-day.  There  are  three  separate  conventions  annexed  to  it, 
which  will  also  be  printed  with  it.  There  is  also  a  dechiration  re- 
specting maritime  law,  and  the  coui-se  to  be  pursued  with  reference 
to  neutrals  during  time  of  war,  which  has  been  signed  by  the  Pleni- 
ix)tentiaries  on  behalf  of  their  respective  Powei's. 

Lord  Brougham.  To  do  away  with  privateering? 

The  Earl  of  Clarendon.  Yes,  I  have  likewise  to  lay  before  your 
Lordships  copies  of  all  the  protocols  of  the  sittings  and  conferences, 
during  the  time  of  the  session  of  the  Congress  at  Paris ;  and  I  have 
now  further  to  move,  tliat  this  treaty  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
your  Lordships  on  this  day  week. 

Viscount  Palmerston.  Sir,  by  command  of  Her  Majesty  I  now 
lay  on  the  table  the  Protocols  of  Conferences  held  at  Paris,  the 
General  Treaty  of  Peace  between  Great  Britain,  France,  Austria, 
liussia,  Prussia,  Sardinia,  and  Turkey ;  and  the  Declaration  resf)ect- 
ing  Maritime  Law.  One  of  the  papers  which  I  have  just  presented 
in  [sic]  the  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace,  the  ratification  of  whicA  I 
beg  to  inform  the  House  was  exchanged  at  Paris  in  the  course  of 
yesterday.  I  now  beg  leave  to  move  that  those  papers  be  taken  into 
consideration  on  Monday  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TREATY  OF  PEACE — ^ADDBESS  TO  THE  CBOWN — QUESTION. 

April  29, 1856. 

Mr.  Layard  said,  that  with  reference  to  the  notice  which  had  been 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  upon  the 
previous  evening,  that  the  treaty  of  peace  would  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration on  Monday  next,  he  begged  to  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  move  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and  whether  that 
Address  would  be  submitted  to  the  House  before  the  discussion  which 
was  to  take  place  on  Monday  commenced? 
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Viscount  Palmerston.  Sir,  the  usual  course  upon  such  occasions 
has  been  to  move  an  Address  to  the  Crown.  A  Motion  of  that  kind, 
I  may  add,  has  generally  proceeded  from  an  independent  Member 
of  the  House. 

house  of  commons. 

Wednesday,  Mat  7, 1856. 

THE  TREATT  OF  PEACE. 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read,  as  follows: 

Most  Gracious  Sovereign : 

We,  your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects,  the  Commons  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  In  Parliament  assembled,  beg 
leave  to  convey  to  Your  Majesty  our  sincere  acknowledgements  and  thanks  for 
the  important  communication  which  Your  Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased 
to  make  to  us  of  the  General  Treaty  concluded  at  Paris  on  the  30th  day  of 
March,  between  Your  Majesty,  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  the  Emperor  of  the 
French,  the  King  of  Prussia,  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  the  King  of  Sardinia,  and 
the  Sultan,  by  which  Peace  has  been  established  between  Your  Majesty,  the 
Emperor  of  the  French,  the  King  of  Sardinia,  and  the  Sultan,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  Emperor  of  Russia  on  the  other : 

We  beg  to  assure  Your  Majesty,  that,  while  we  should  have  deemed  it  our 
duty  cheerfully  to  afford  Your  Majesty  our  firm  support  If  It  had  unfortunately 
been  found  necessary  to  continue  the  War,  we  have  learned  with  joy  and 
satisfaction  that  Your  Majesty  has  been  enabled  to  reestablish  Peace,  on  condi- 
tions honourable  to  Your  Majesty's  Crown,  and  which  fully  accomplish  the 
great  objects  for  which  the  War  was  undertaken : 

We  beg  leave  to  express  to  Your  Majesty  the  great  satisfaction  which  we 
feel,  at  finding  that  while  those  Alliances  which  have  so  mainly  contributed  to 
the  vigorous  and  successful  prosecution  of  the  War,  have  been  equally  effective 
In  the  consolidation  of  Peace,  Powers  which  have  not  taken  an  active  part 
In  the  War,  have  combined  with  the  belligerents  to  give  additional  fimmess  to 
the  arrangements  by  which  the  repose  of  Europe  is  in  future  to  be  protected 
from  disturbance : 

We  humbly  state  to  Your  Majesty  that  we  rejoice  that,  notwithstanding  the 
great  exertions  which  the  late  War  has  rendered  necessary,  the  Resources  of 
the  Empire  remain  unimpaired : 

We  be^  to  express  our  hope  that  the  Peace  which  has  now  been  concluded, 
may,  under  the  favour  of  Divine  Providence,  long  continue  to  shed  its  blessings 
over  Europe;  and  that  harmony  among  Governments  and  friendly  Intercourse 
among  Nations  may  steadily  promote  the  progress  of  civilisation,  and  secure 
the  welfare  and  happiness  of  Mankind. 

Address  agreed  to. 

To  be  presented  by  the  whole  House. 

Tuesday,  Mat  8,  1856. 

HER  majesty's  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  TREATY  OF  PEACE. 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as 
follows : 

I  thank  you  for  this  loyal  and  dutiful  Address. 

I  gratefully  acknowledge  the  zealous  and  cordial  cooperation  of  My  Pe<H)le 
In  the  prosecution  of  the  late  War,  and  the  firm  and  uniform  support  hy  which 
you  have  enabled  Me,  in  conjunction  with  My  Allies,  to  conduct  it  to  a  satis- 
factory and  honourable  conclusion. 

While  it  is  most  gratifying  to  Me  to  know  that  the  resources  of  this  Empire 
remain  unimpaired,  I  heartily  concur  with  you  In  the  hope  that,  under  the 
favour  of  Divine  Providence,  a  Peace  based  on  the  common  interests  of 
Europe  may  be  long  continued,  and  may  promote  and  secure  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  My  People,  and  the  civilisation  and  happiness  of  mankind. 
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FRANCE 


NEGOTIATIONS   AND   PROCEEDINGS   OF   THE    FRANCO- 
GERMAN  TREATY  MADE  AT  FRANKFORT,  1871 

WITH  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  EXCHANGE  OF  RATIFICATION 

[From  Contemporary  France,  by  Gabriel  Hanotaux,  translated  by 
John  Charles  Tarver.] 

THE  TBEATY  OF  FBANKFOBT. 

France  was  a  prey  to  civil  conflicts  and  party-dissensions,  and  she 
was  not  yet  assured  either  of  her  independence,  or  even  of  her,  exist- 
once.  Tne  foreign  armies  occupied  nearly  half  the  national  terri- 
tory. Paris  was  in  the  hands  of  insurrection,  when  the  peace  with 
Germany  was  not  even  yet  concluded.  We  had  not  got  further  than 
the  preliminaries  signed  at  Versailles  on  the  26th  of  February. 
According  to  this  document  it  was  agreed  that  the  definitive  nego- 
tiations should  take  place  as  soon  as  possible  at  Brussels;  that  is  to 
say,  upon  neutral  territory. 

The  two  peoples  which  had  just  engaged  in  a  desperate  contest 
upon  which  depended  for  both  alike  territorial  integrity,  empire, 
supremacy,  had  one  last  ordeal  to  pass  through.  They  were  going  to 
measure  their  strength  afresh.  But  this  time  no  longer  on  the  field 
of  battle.  The  problem  was  entirely  intellectual  and  moral.  It 
was  no  longer  a  question  of  one  of  those  victories  of  matter,  perhaps 
fortuitous,  which  are  assured  by  a  long  preparation,  of  lortunate 
organization,  but  of  one  of  those  masterly  encounters,  in  which 
mind  grips  mind,  in  which  wisdom  establishes  a  decision  and  f  ound- 
dation  for  the  future. 

On  the  side  of  France  the  question  was  to  know  the  quality  of  the 
inner  forces  with  which  she  would  react  against  the  events  which 
had  brought  her  down,  and  were  still  pressing  on  her:  what  her 
power  was,  and  whether,  at  the  moment  when  she  seemed  so  close 
upon  death,  she  would  recover  life  and  strength;  what  confidence 
she  had  in  herself,  what  confidence  she  could  inspire  in  others,  what 
elasticity,  what  vitality.  The  question  was  to  know  what  good 
faith  and  loyalty  she  could  bring  to  the  execution  of  her  engage- 
ments, what  spirit  of  sacrifice  in  accepting  the  consequences  of  her 
errors,  what  resignation  in  the  path  of  sorrow  upon  which  she  was 
to  tread,  what  sentiment  of  national  solidarity ;  what  prudence,  what 
resources  and  what  self-denial  in  dealing  with  the  present  generation 
with  the  object  of  guaranteeing  and  contriving  the  continued  life 
and  happiness  of  future  generations. 

As  for  Germany,  the  question  was  whether  she  was  going  to  fulfil 
completely  the  lotty  destiny  which  was  assured  to  her  by  the  situa- 
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tion  which  she  had  recjonquered  in  the  center  of  Europe.  She  had 
just  effaced  by  an  unparalleled  effort  the  last  trace  of  the  Thirty 
Years'  War ;  she  had  recovered  the  material  greatness,  the  fulness  of 
life,  the  exuberant  vigour  which  had  made  her  famous  in  the  pros- 
perous years  of  the  Middle  Ages.  She  was  once  again  "  the  womb 
of  peoples."  Planted  on  all  the  great  rivers,  she  dominated  the  great 
European  interests. 

With  what  wisdom,  with  what  authority,  with  what  tact — ^I  will 
almost  say,  with  what  good  nature — ^was  the  new  Germany  going  to 
make  use  of  this  unexpected  good  fortune?  Not  to  perpetuate  the 
state  of  war,  to  inaugurate  an  harmonious  and  balanced  life  for 
Europe,  to  assert  himself  by  reason  rather  than  by  might,  here  was 
an  enterprise  worthy  of  a  conqueror  crowned  by  fortune.  A  Saint 
Louis  would  have  attempjted  it.  A  Richelieu  woidd  have  faced  it. 
Bismarck  himself  had  given  at  Nikolsburg  some  idea  of  such  an 
empire  over  oneself,  and  of  a  moderation  so  full  of  strength. 

The  period  of  hostilities  was  at  an  end.  The  exact  problem  which 
was  propounded  was  the  following :  What  would  be  the  nature  of  the 
new  relations  between  the  two  peoples?  Peace  or  a  succession  of 
wars  ?  It  was  necessary  to  choose,  to  take  a  line.  The  most  common- 
place of  the  solutions,  the  one  which  demanded  the  least  intellectual 
exertion  and  the  least  control  over  self  and  facts,  wotdd  be  the  system 
of  peace  under  arms. 

This  last  solution  was  that  of  the  Head  Quarter  Staff.  It  had  pre- 
vailed at  Versailles.  But  a  last  recourse  to  the  diplomatists  was  still 
open  at  Brussels.  Unhappily,  the  deadly  germ  was  already  laid  in 
the  text  of  the  Convention  of  the  preliminaries.  Quite  exceptional 
energy  would  have  been  necessary  to  break  with  the  angi'v  clauses  al- 
ready ratified,  or,  at  least,  exceptional  skill  would  have  been  needed 
to  modify  the  course  of  events,  when  the  very  sources  were  already 
poisoned. 

The  crowning  error  of  German  diplomacy  and  Prince  Bismarck 
under  the  circumstances  arose,  perhaps,  from  the  fact  that  their  vic- 
torv  took  them  by  surprise  to  such  a  degree,  that  they  were  never 
willing  to  believe  it  completely  assured  and  accomplished.  Success- 
ful by  means  of  war,  they  no  longer  had  confidence  in  anything  but 
war.  It  became  their  sole  instrument.  They  prepared  it  without 
intermission.  Their  shortsightedness  consists  m  not  having  fore- 
seen the  durability  of  peace.  They  .made  all  calculations  excepting 
the  most  simple  of  all.  They  faced  all  eventualities,  except  the  nor- 
mal course ;  so  feeble  is  the  strength  of  the  strong  man !  Not  believ- 
ing in  peace,  they  did  not  know  how  to  organize  it ;  it  was  a  perpetual 
surprise  to  them,  and,  in  one  sense,  a  perpetual  check. 

Ijet  us  look  at  the  facts : 

In  a  hurry  to  return  to  Berlin,  which  he  had  left  in  August,  1870, 
Bismarck  accredited  as  provisional  plenipotentiary  with  the  French 
Grovemment  the  Saxon  General  Baron  von  Fabrice.  He  thus  consti- 
tuted in  France  a  kind  of  armed  legation,  which  had  its  seat  first  at 
Bouen,  then  at  Compi^gne,  at  Soisy-sous-Hitioles,  at  Nancy,  and, 
lastly  for  a  little  more  than  a  month,  at  Yerdim. 

In  creating  this  mechanism,  at  once  diplomatic  and  military,  the 
Qerman  Government  conformed  to  the  exigencies  of  the  situation. 
Although  hostilities  had  come  to  an  end,  the  army  pressed  with  too 
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heavy  a  weight  upon  events ;  it  had  too  numerous  and  too  delicate 
relations  with  the  country  under  occupation  to  enable  the  whole 
authority  to  be  withdrawn  from  its  chiefs  at  a  time  when  war  was 
still  mistress  of  peace. 

In  this  way  several  conventions  appended  to  the  preliminaries  of 
Versailles  were  concluded:  one  regulating  the  restoration  to  the 
French  authorities  of  the  railway,  postal,  and  telegraphic  services, 
which  had  been  requisitioned  by  the  German  authorities  during  the 
invasion;  others  determining  the  conditions  of  the  residence  of  the 
Germans  in  France,  the  repatriation  of  the  French  prisoners;  restor- 
ing to  France  at  last  the  civil  authority  and  collection  of  imposts  in 
the  Departments  imder  occupation. 

Meanwhile  the  7th  Article  of  the  preliminaries  of  Versailles  stipu- 
lated the  opening  of  negotiations  for  the  definitive  Treaty  of  Peace  at 
Brussels. 

M.  Thiers  was  in  a  hurry  to  get  it  over.  Already,  on  tlie  9th  of 
March,  1871,  he  caused  the  names  of  the  French  plenipotentiaries  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Journal  Officiel:  Baron  Baude,  accredited  by  the 
French  Government  at  the  same  time  as  Minister  to  the  King  of  the 
Belgians,  and  M.  de  Goulard,  a  member  of  the  National  Assenibly  and 
personal  friend  of  the  Head  of  the  Executive  Power.  The  names 
wanted  distinction;  the  persons,  authority.  Furthermore,  by  the 
choice  of  M.  de  Goulard,  M.  Thiers  evidently  intended  to  keep  a 
strong  hand  over  the  definitive  negotiations  for  peace,  and  perhaps 
here,  too,  to  ensure,  up  to  a  certain  point,  a  kind  of  collaboration  of 
the  Assembly  in  the  labours  of  the  Conference. 

The  plenipotentiaries  for  Germany  were  Count  Harry  von  Amim, 
Prussian  Minister  to  the  Holy  See,  and  Baron  von  Balan,  the  Min- 
ister to  Brussels.  Bavaria,  Wurtemberg,  and  the  Grand-Duchy  of 
Baden  also  appointed  representatives. 

There  was  lurther  appointed  a  mixed  military  commission  compris- 
ing, for  France,  General  d'Outrelaine  and  Colonel  Lausseedat,  and 
for  Germany,  General  von  Strantz,  Hauchecorne,  engineer  of  mines, 
and  Herzog,  government  assessor.  This  commission  was  more  spe- 
cially charged  to  ffive  its  opinions  on  questions  affecting  the  frontier 
not  sufficiently  defined  by  the  Treaty  of  the  preliminaries. 

The  members  of  the  Conference  met  on  the  24th  of  March,  1871.     . 

Whatever  were  their  mutual  intentions,  they  were  held  in  sus- 
pense, so  to  speak,  by  the  grave  event  which  was  then  happening: 
the  outbreak  of  the  Commune. 

This  fresh  calamity  was  calculated  to  justify  every  kind  of  mis- 
trust with  reference  to  France:  at  the  same  time  it  gave  Bismarck 
all  the  advantages.  The  Government  of  M.  Thiers  was  about  to  be 
absorbed  in  the  domestic  struggle. 

That  is  not  all :  At  the  very  moment  when  resistance  to  the  fresh 
demands  of  the  foreign  negotiator  was  necessary,  he  was  necessary  to 
us.  For  it  was  necessary  to  ask  him  to  hasten  tlie  repatriation  of  tiie 
prisoners  who  were  to  form  the  army  summoned  to  suppress  the 
insurrection.  How  could  it  be  supposed  that  he  would  not  give  way 
to  suspicions  only  too  justifiable,  and  that  he  would  not  abuse  so 
favourable  a  situation? 

From  this  time  a  double  and  conflicting  apprehension  is  to  be  seen 
taking  form  in  the  mind  of  Bismarck,  which  is,  perhaps,  nothing  but 
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a  bit  of  clever  play ;  he  feared,  on  the  one  side,  that  a  party  of  vio- 
lence might  take  possession  of  France  and  that  Germany  might  be 
compelled  to  intervene  afresh  to  ensure  the  payment  of  the  debt  of 
five  milliards  contracted  with  her ;  he  feared,  on  the  other  side,  that 
France  might  recover  too  quickly,  and  that  she  might  take  advantage 
of  some  European  event  to  hurl  herself  into  a  war  of  revenge  before 
the  payment  of  the  five  milliards  was  completed.  On  the  one  or  the 
other  hypothesis  the  fate  of  this  debt  made  him  very  anxious.  Tossed 
between  two  causes  of  mistrust,  he  gave,  he  withdrew,  he  encouraged, 
he  terrified,  practising  from  that  time  that  policy  of  "  the  hot  douche 
and  the  cold  douche,"  to  which  he  himself  gave  a  name  in  the  sequel. 

Did  he  so  further?  Did  he  dip  his  fingers  in  the  various  con- 
spiracies which  were  being  woven  in  the  open  day,  or  secretly,  against 
the  Government  which  was  guiding  France,  in  other  respects,  too,  so 
fragile,  so  ephemeral.  The  relations  of  Grermany  with  the  Commime 
were  impressed  with  a  reserve,  a  courtesy,  which  has  often  been 
noted ;  the  multiplication  of  chassepots  in  the  hands  of  the  insurgents, 
the  part  played  by  Dombrowski,  some  other  indications  have  some- 
times permitted  suspicions,  which,  however,  have  had  no  definite 
confirmation. 

M.  Jules  Favre,  who  examines  this  question,  determines  it  in  the 
negative :  "  For  my  part,"  says  he,  "  I  do  not  hesitate  to  affirm  that 
the  German  Government  neither  prepared  nor  provoked  the  insurrec- 
tion of  the  Commune." 

One  day  probablv  we  shall  have  more  precise  information  on  these 
facts,  and  on  the  skill  with  which  Bismarck  knew  how  to  make  use 
of  the  threat  of  a  restoration  of  the  Empire.  We  see  clearly  from 
the  documents  in  the  Arnim  action,  that  this  is  the  direction  to  which 
the  sentiments  of  the  German  Court  inclined,  and  M.  Gavard  says 
that  the  case  was  the  same  in  England.  Some  day  or  other  perhaps 
this  phrase  from  the  German  Ambassador  in  Paris,  Count  von 
Arnim,  will  be  explained  : 

My  opinion,  already  expressed  elsewhere,  is  that  we  ought  not  to  repel  the 
tentative  efforts  made  by  the  Bonapartists  to  enter  into  relations  with  us. 
And  that,  all  the  less,  because  of  all  the  parties,  they  are  the  only  one  which 
openly  seeks  our  support,  which  Inscribes  reconclUation  with  Germany  in  its 
programme. 

A  phrase  confirmed  by  Bismarck's  own : 

The  party  of  the  Empire  of  the  Bonapartes  is  probably  the  one  with  which 
one  could  still  flatter  oneself  the  most  reasonably  on  the  prospect  of  estabUsh- 
ing  tolerable  relations  between  France  and  Germany. 

In  any  case,  in  order  to  produce  the  different  effects  by  which  he 
reckons  to  alarm,  surprise  and  dominate  the  French  Government,  the 
Chancellor  emploj^s  with  a  remarkable  technical  ability  the  different 
means  of  negotiation  that  he  has  at  his  disposal.  The  threat  of  an 
understanding,  whether  with  the  Imperial  family  or  with  the  Com- 
mune, is  always  caUed  into  action  at  the  right  moment. 

Further,  the  fashion  in  which  the  double  conferences  are  con- 
ducted, on  the  one  side  at  Brussels  where  the  diplomatists  meet,  on 
the  other  side  at  Rouen  with  General  von  Fabrice;  and  presently 
as  Compifegne,  where  Von  Manteuffel,  replacing  Von  Fabrice,  com- 
mands the  Germany  army  of  occupation,  this  procedure  gives  facili- 
ties to  a  double  game. 
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It  is  singular  to  a  striking  degree  that  the  military  chiefs  generally 
show  themselves  humane  and  accommodating,  while  the  diplomatists 
are  punctilious  and  exigent  Furthermore,  the  Emperor  and  Bis- 
marck watch  the  game  attentively  from  Berlin,  the  latter  always 
reserving  to  himself  the  power  of  intervening  at  need  and  pro- 
nouncing his  quo8  ego. 

To  complete  the  picture  it  would  be  necessary  to  indicate  with  a 
still  firmer  pencil  the  situation  of  Prince  Bismarck  himself.  Was 
the  master  of  Europe  master  of  his  own  position?  Did  not  the 
mysterious  policy  of  the  Courts  at  that  time  hamper  the  giant  con- 
queror of  destiny  with  threads  spun  from  its  spider's  web  ? 

Around  the  Emperor  William  a  nervous,  suspicious,  insatiable 
party  had  continued  itself  even  after  the  war.  It  was  the  party  of 
the  Head  Quarters  Staff  which  certainly  seems  at  that  time  to  have 
found  a  powerful  and  implacable  leader  in  the  cool  Marshal  von 
Moltke.  This  is  the  party  which,  as  we  have  seen,  is  said  to  have 
insisted  on  the  clause  relative  to  Metz  and  Lorraine  in  the  pre- 
liminaries of  peace.  This  is  the  party  which  reproached  the  nego- 
tiator with  not  having  kept  Belfort,  and  which  noisily  advertised 
facts  likely  to  make  France  odious  and  did  not  shrink  from  the  idea 
of  a  fresh  war,  having  for  its  issue  the  complete  and  definitive  ruin 
of  that  country. 

From  Bismarck's  own  account,  the  military  party,  swollen  by  the 
German  victories,  held  Bismarck  himjself  in  check.  The  Chan- 
cellor gave  it  pledges,  or  perhaps  feigned  to  give  wajr  to  it,  at  the 
moment  when^  at  Versailles,  at  brussels,  and  at  Compiegne,  he  was 
guiding  the  rigorous  negotiation  in  which  his  masterful  diplomacy 
delighted.  In  truth  one  would  have  said  that  he  sometimes  regretted 
not  having  got  every  possible  advantage  out  of  the  situation,  not 
having  sold  peace  at  a  high  enough  price,  and  that  he  could  not 
resist  the  temptation  to  go  back  repeatedly  on  a  bargain,  whose  con- 
ditions, however,  had  been  dictated  by  himself. 

This  sentiment  appears  already  on  the  6th  of  March  in  a  despatch 
addressed  from  Rouen  to  M.  Jules  Favre.  FoUr  days  have  barely 
gone  by,  and  he  complains  that  the  clauses  of  the  convention  ^re  not 
yet  carried  out  by  a  Government  which  as  yet  has  no  resources  at  its 
disposal,  no  means  of  action ! 

In  this  document,  threatening  in  form,  the  Chancellor  obtrudes  a 
lively  sentiment  of  mistrust  with  regard  to  France.  According  to 
his  habitual  procedure  he  enumerates  his  grievances  and  draws  up  an 
indictment :  taris  has  retained  a  garrison  of  more  than  40,000  men ; 
the  French  Army  has  not  operated  its  movement  in  retreat  to  the 
south  of  the  Loire ;  France  has  not  yet  restored  the  German  prisoners; 
the  subvention  destined  for  the  support  of  the  army  of  occupation 
has  not  yet  been  paid ;  he  announces,  in  consequence,  that  he  suspends 
the  evacuation  of  the  West.  The  tone  of  this  letter  indicates  the 
character  of  deliberate  harshness  which  will  henceforth  be  that  of 
the  whole  of  this  negotiation : 

The  suppression  and  punishment  of  these  violations  of  the  peace  by  threats 
of  military  violence  is  inevitable. 

As  soon  as  the  Commune  breaks  out,  the  situation  becomes  en- 
venomed. It  was  doubted  at  Berlin  whether  the  Government  of 
Versailles  could  make  itself  master  of  the  situation.     Count  von 
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Amim  declares  on  the  24th  of  March,  "  that  his  Government  wishes 
to  put  an  end  to  it  at  once."  Simultaneously  Gen.  von  Fabrice  tells 
M.  Jules  Favre  that  Germany  is  not  far  removed  from  fearing  an 
understanding  between  Paris  and  Versailles  to  renew  the  war. 

On  the  21st  of  March,  von  Balan  read  to  the  French  Minister  a 
despatch  from  Prince  Bismarck,  in  which  France  was  informed  of 
an  intervention  to  repress  the  insurrection,  but  at  the  same  time  the 
Government  of  M.  •Thiers  was  offered  the  material  and  moral  sup- 
port of  Prussia  to  overcoem  it — a  two- fold  peril  which  M.  Thiers  felt 
to  be  menacing  to  him  either  way. 

The  labours  of  the  Conference  at  Brussels  did  not  really  open  tiU 
the  28th  of  March,  in  a  room  of  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs.  The 
French  plenipotentiaries  had  not  received,  it  is  declared,  any  official 
instructions.  It  is,  however,  probable  that  M.  Thiers  maintained  per- 
sonal communications  with  tnem,  and  that  he  traced  the  line  of  con- 
duct for  them  to  follow. 

On  the  other  hand,  Count  von  Amim  had  been  present  on  the 
14th  and  15th  of  March  at  two  Councils  of  Ministers,  in  which  all 
the  important  stipulations  of  the  final  peace  had  been  examined  and 
determined. 

The  Germans  brought  forward  a  programme  at  the  outset  of  the 
Conferences  postulating  the  following  five  conditions:  1st,  the  five 
milliards  of  the  war  indemnity  should  be  paid  in  coin ;  2nd,  that 

Eortion  of  the  railways  comprised  in  the  ceded  territories  should 
e  handed  over  to  Germany  without  any  other  condition  than  an 
indemnity  for  the  holders  of  bonds;  3rd,  the  commercial  treaty  of 
1862  and  all  the  other  treaties  abolished  by  the  war  should  resume 
effect ;  4th,  an  indemnity  should  be  allotted  to  Germans  expelled  from 
France;  5th,  lastly,  a  clause  relative  to  respecting  private  property  at 
sea  should  be  introduced  into  the  treaty  of  peace. 

Each  of  these  articles  was  an  aggravation  of  the  clauses  of  the 
preliminary  treaty.  Five  milliards  in  coin:  The  whole  of  Europe 
could  not  have  faced  such  a  displacement  of  money.  To  seize  witii- 
out  indemnity  railways  constructed  upon  the  territories  ceded  to 
Germany  was  to  attack  private  property,  for  these  lines  did  not 
belong  to  the  State.  To  renew  without  discussion  the  commercial 
treaty  of  1862  was  to  consecrate  the  economic  subordination  of 
France,  and  to  take  from  her  the  means  of  facing  her  debt  by  or- 

fanizing  her  system  of  tariffs  and  the  defence  of  her  commerce  and 
er  industries  in  accordance  with  the  new  necessities.  To  allot  a 
special  indemnity  to  Germans  expelled  from  France  was  to  open 
the  door  to  endless  claims  of  which  Bismarck  himself  said  that  ''  it 
was  impossible  to  estimate  them." 

The  French  plenipotentiaries,  in  virtue  of  their  character,  and  be- 
cause the  discussion  had  been  opened  in  a  neutral  country,  that  is 
to  say  with  all  guarantees  for  liberty  of  discussion,  had  as  their 
simply  duty  to  oppose  a  refusal  to  propositions  so  excessive,  and,  in 
trutn.  so  incapable  of  being  realized. 

Taxing  inspiration  from  the  precedent  of  1815  they  proposed: 
1st,  to  pay  one  milliard  in  specie,  and  the  rest  in  bonds  at  5  per 
cent ;  2d,  to  fix  the  evacuation  of  French  territory  for  the  1st  of  July, 
1871 ;  3rd,  as  a  counterstroke  to  the  proposition  concerning  private 
property  at  sea,  they  demanded  the  introduction  into  the  treaty  of 
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a  clause  relating  to  the  respect  for  private  property  on  land;  4111,  and 
lastly,  with  a  just  application  of  right  and  precedents,  they  demanded 
that  Germany  should  take  over  the  share  of  the  national  debt  falling 
upon  Alsace  and  the  annexed  portion  of  Lorraine.  By  a  singular 
mistake,  the  German  negotiators  relying  upon  a  pretended  omission 
of  M.  Thiers  at  Versailles,  this  important  matter  had  not  been  con- 
sidered in  the  preliminaries. 

After  having  heard  the  French  counter-proposals  Von  Balan 
declared  that  the  scheme  of  the  articles  fixed  by  him  ought  not  to  open 
discussions  of  principle.  Did  they  want  to  give  the  character  of  an 
ultimatum  to  the  German  proposals? 

On  the  30th  of  March  von  Fabrice  accentuated  still  more  the 
comminatory  attitude  of  the  Berlin  Cabinet  by  telegraphing  to  M. 
Jules  Favre  that  Prince  Bismarck  thought  it  indispensable  to  enter 
*' into  an  examination  of  the  position  wh\ch  might  be  cause<:l  for 
Germany  by  the  eventualities  of  the  actual  crisis." 

He  declared  also  to  the  French  plenipotentiaries  that  the  pro- 
longation of  the  negotiations  at  Brussels  might  be  considered  as  an 
alteration  of  the  preliminaries  and  a  return  to  the  state  of  war. 
Evidently  the  desire  was  to  exercise  preasure  upon  the  French  Gov- 
ernment by  all  these  means,  and  there  was  a  hidden  thought  whith 
was  kept  in  reserve  to  be  revealed  at  the  opportune  moment. 

To  open  the  struggle  with  the  Commune,  M.  Thiers  had  been 
obliged  to  ask  of  Germany  authority  to  raise  the  garrison  of  Paris, 
which  had  become  the  army  of  Versailles,  from  40,000  to  80,000  men. 
M.  N6tien,  Mayor  of  Eouen,  was  charged  with  the  negotiation.  Bis- 
marck, who  thoroughly  understood  the  interests  which  he  had  in 
seeing  order  reestablished  in  France,  consented,  with  a  private  reser- 
vation to  get  something  in  return  for  this  concession  at  Brussels.  In 
fact,  M.  Albert  Sorel  remarks  in  his  diplomatic  history  of  the  Franco- 
German  war,  "every  advantage  obtained  for  the  benefit  of  social 
order  was  paid  for  by  a  retreat  upon  the  field  of  diplomacy." 

Twice  M.  Jules  Favre  went  to  Rouen  to  settle  disputed  points  with 
General  von  Fabrice.  In  the  anxiety  which  prevailed  as  to  the 
intentions  of  Germany,  the  dread  which  was  felt  of  seeing  her  inter- 
vene at  Paris,  M.  Jules  Favre  went  so  far  as  to  propose,  on  the  4th 
of  April,  to  simply  convert  the  preliminaries  of  peace  into  a  definitive 
treaty. 

On  the  other  hand  he  was  obliged  to  ask  to  raise  the  army  of 
Versailles  to  100,000,  then  to  150,000  men,  by  incorporating  in  it 
the  prisoners,  whose  restoration  he  demanded  insistently. 

Bismarck  consents  to  liberate  our  soldiers,  but  he  presses  the  mora 
heavily  on  the  negotiations  at  Brussels.  The  Conference  had  been 
going  on  for  a  month  without  advancing  a  single  step.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  definitive  frontiers  had  not  yet  been  touched,  and  it  was 
the  knot  of  the  debate. 

On  the  3d  of  April  Count  von  Amim  opened  the  question.  In 
the  preliminaries  of  Versailles  one  single  point  had  remained  in 
suspense :  it  was  the  delimitation  of  the  radius  of  action  which  was 
to  be  left  to  France  around  the  fortress  of  Belfort  On  both  sides 
alike  different  projects  of  modification  of  the  treaty  on  this  subject 
had  been  conceived.  The  French  Government  knew  that  the  Cabinet 
of  Berlin  would  need  its  help  to  render  endurable  the  economical 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


RATIFICATION   OF  TREATIES.  63 

situation  which  the  annexation  of  Alsace-Lorraine  would  create  for 
those  provinces  themselves  and  for  Gtermany.  It  hoped,  then,  by 
lending  itself  to  concessions  on  this  point  to  be  able  to  obtain  an 
extension  of  the  radius  of  action  round  Belfort,  so  as  to  restore  to 
France  the  territory  comprised  between  Belfort  and  Mulhouse. 

Germany,  on  her  side,  was  feeling  regret  for  not  having  secured 
to  herself  the  districts  rich  in  iron  ore  which  stretched  along  the 
new  frontier  from  the  direction  of  Thionville,  and  which,  moreover, 
assured  the  communications  between  France  and  the  Grand-Duchy 
of  Luxemburg. 

This  is  the  serious  subject  which  was  opened  by  Count  von  Arnim 
on  the  3d  of  April,  and  which  occasioned  one  of  the  chief  discus- 
sions between  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  two  powers.  The  French 
Commissioners  replied  by  a  counterproposition  tending  to  modify 
the  preliminaries  of  peace  in  the  direction  of  the  retrocession  to 
France  of  the  territory  situated  between  Mulhouse  and  Belfort. 

They  were  far  from  agreeing.  The  discussion  threatened  to  go  on 
forever.  The  French  plenij)otentiaries  debated  foot  by  foot  and 
with  a  force  of  argument  which  there  was  every  reason  for  stifling, 
because  it  was  equitable  and  sound. 

The  month  of  April  passed  away. 

In  order  to  press  upon  the  negotiations,  France  was  tortured  with 
claims  sometimes  on  the  details  of  the  occupation,  sometimes  on 
the  requisitions.  The  Government  was  threatened  with  a  German 
intervention  against  the  Commune.  M.  Jules  Favre  was  obliged  to 
write  on  the  26th  of  April : 

I  receive  your  telegram ;  I  can  only  explain  it  by  a  fixed  intention  of  breaking 
off  entirely. 

Between  the  Commune  and  Germany  the  French  Government,  so 
weak  was  it,  was  held  as  though  in  a  vise.  Meanwhile  Bismarck 
took  note  that  the  success  of  M.  Thiers  against  the  Commune  was 
now  only  an  affair  of  a  few  days.  He  wished  then  to  conclude  the 
pesLce  without  delay;  in  fact,  when  once  order  was  completely  re- 
established France  would  have  more  freedom  of  mind  for  debate. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  service  rendered  to  the  general  cause  of  order 
by  M.  Thiers  might  enlist  the  active  sympathy  of  Europe  in  favour  of 
his  Government. 

Lastly,  rumours  inconsiderately  spread  in  the  lobbies  at  Versailles 
as  to  the  material  impossibility  of  paying  five  milliards  in  the  time 
appointed ;  the  somewhat  blustering  pride  affected  by  a  certain  num- 
ber of  deputies  at  the  sight  of  the  rapid  reconstitution  of  the  army ; 
all  this,  transmitted  tq  Sismarck  by  his  agents,  caused  him  to  fear 
that  France  would  soon  be  in  a  condition  to  debate  the  terms  of 
peace  with  more  tenacity. 

In  the  last  days  of  April  he  decided  to  lean  with  all  his  weight 
upon  the  French  Government,  and  to  have  recourse,  if  need  be,  to 
the  extreme  procedure  of  the  ultimatum. 

On  the  2d  of  May,  in  a  despatch  "  more  threatening  than  any  of 
the  others,"  says  M.  Jules  Favre,  the  Chancellor  expressed  very 
serious  apprehensions  as  to  the  good  faith  of  France  m  the  execu- 
tion of  the  preliminaries  of  peace.  On  the  3d  of  May  General  von 
Fabrice  wrote  to  M.  Thiers  that  "  the  French  proposals  at  Brussels 
were  contrary  to  the  spirit  as  also  to  the  letter  of  tne  preliminaries." 
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Bismarck  did  not  wish  to  remain  in  uncertainty  any  longer.  It  was 
necessary  "to  come  to  an  understanding."  If  the  negotiations  did 
not  come  to  a  satisfactory  termination, 

Germany  would  occupy  Paris  either  on  agreement  with  the  Commune,  or  by 
force,  and  once  In  possession  of  this  pledge  would  demand  from  the  (Govern- 
ment of  Versailles,  that  in  conformity  with  the  stipulations  of  the  prelimi- 
naries of  peace,  It  should  withdraw  the  troops  behind  the  Loire. 

At  the  same  time,  making  use  of  an  artifice  which  had*  hitherto 
been  infallible,  Bismarck  caused  the  rumour  that  he  was  negotiating 
with  the  Imperial  family  to  be  spread  abroad. 

M.  Jules  Favre  was,  as  he  wrote,  "  at  the  end  of  his  patience,  at 
the  end  of  his  strength."  He  betook  himself  to  Soisy-sous-fitioles 
(Seine-et-Oise)  whither  von  Fabrice  had  transported  himself,  and 
demanded  an  interview  with  Bismarck,  if  the  latter  consented  to 
meet  him  half-way.  M.  Thiers  himself  wrote  on  the  4th  of  May  to 
Baron  von  Fabrice : 

I  have  no  wish  to  decline  the  pledges  that  have  been  taken;  but  it  is  my 
duty  not  to  let  them  be  exaggerated.  For  this  reason  I  have  eagerly  and  con- 
fidently welcomed  the  idea  of  an  interview  between  Prince  Bismarck  and 
MM.  Jules  Favre  and  Pouyer-Quertler. 

Prince  Bismarck  was  reaching  his  end.  He  thus  snatched  the 
negotiations  from  the  procrastinations  of  Brussels.  Reentering 
upon  the  negotiations  in  person  he  undertook  to  bring  matters  to  an 
abrupt  conclusion.  The  proposal  was  accepted.  A  meeting  was 
fixed  for  Saturday,  the  6th  of  May,  1871,  at  Frankfort.  The  confer- 
ences at  Brussels  were  broken  off  on  the  4th  of  May.  ^ 

M.  Thiers  joined  to  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  M.  Pouyer- 
Quertier,  Minister  of  Finance ;  he  gave  them  full  power  to  negotiate, 
reserving  a  reference  to  Versailles  before  concludmg. 

The  two  French  Ministers  left  Versailles  on  the  4th  of  May. 
Recognized  at  the  Pantin  station  at  the  moment  when  he  was  going 
to  enter  the  train,  M.  Jules  Favre  was  very  nearly  carried  off  by  a 
band  of  insurrectionists. 

MM.  Jules  Favre  and  Pouyer-Quertier  arrived  at  Frankfort  in 
the  afternoon  of  the  5th  of  May.  Bismarck  joined  them  in  the  course 
of  the  night. 

On  the  French  side,  as  M.  Jules  Favre  declared  to  the  National 
Assembly,  the  state  of  mind  was  such  that  they  were  ready  to  submit 
to  all  the  Prussian  demands.  As  for  Bismarck,  he  displayed  but  a 
meagre  faith  in  the  success  of  the  interview. 

The  Chancellor  had  announced  his  visit  for  the  following  jiay ; 
M.  Jules  Favre,  thinking  it  right  to  be  the  first,  went  in  the  morning, 
accompanied  by  M.  Pouyer-Quertier  to  the  Swan  Hotel,  where  a 
first  interview  took  place.  This  preliminary  conversation  was  very 
cool  on  both  sides.  M.  Jules  Favre  explained  that  in  j)roposing  the 
meeting  he  had  wished  to  eliminate  the  uncertainty  which  prevailed 
in  respect  of  the  relations  between  the  two  countries:  he  declared 
that  France  was  ready  to  conclude  the  definitive  peace. 

Bismarck  then  repeated  with  a  certain  asperity  the  recrimina- 
tions previously  formulated.  He  complained  bitterly  of  the  failure 
to  execute  the  preliminary  clauses  of  February  the* 26th,  protested 
against  the  long  duration  of  the  second  siege  of  Paris,  asking  him- 
self whether  the  French  Government  would  have  the  necessary 


Digitized  by 


Google 


RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES.  65 

Strength  to  deal  with  the  insurrection.  In  any  case  he  considered 
that  everything  was  again  at  issue :  he  declared  that  the  guarantees 
given  to  Germany  were  disappearing,  and  asserted  that  he  had  re- 
ceived an  order  from  the  Emperor  to  demand  fresh  ones,  which 
would  form  the  subject  of  an  additional  convention. 

Resuming  the  terms  of 'the  last  communication  of  General  von 
Fabrice,  he  declared  that,  in  case  of  refusal,  Germany  would  de- 
mand of  France  the  strict  execution  of  the  preliminaries  of  Ver- 
sailles, and  notably  the  retreat  of  the  French  Army  behind  the  Loire 
with  the  exception  of  40,000  men.  Furthermore,  tJermany  intended 
to  reserve  her  liberty  of  action  for  the  suppression  of  the  insurrec- 
tion of  Paris,  as  well  as  for  the  choice  of  a  town  where  the  further 
peace  negotiations  should  be  continued,  Brussels  having  become 
henceforth  impossible. 

To  this  overpowering  utterance,  M.  Jules  Favre  replied  by  pro- 
testing afresh  the  loyalty  of  France,  repeating  his  offer  to  convert 
the  preliminaries  of  Versailles  into  a  definitive  offer  of  peace,  and 
alleging  that  the  failure  to  execute  certain  clauses  of  this  latter 
treaty  was,  for  the  moment,  a  case  of  stress  of  circumstances  on  the 
Fide  of  France. 

Bismarck  did  not  conceal  that  what  he  feared  above  all  was  to  see 
the  guarantees  given  to  Germany  vanish  in  all  that  concerned  the 
payment  of  the  contribution  of  war.  He  insisted  again  on  re- 
ceiving information  on  this  subject,  and  added, 

I  think  that  If  we  come  to  an  understanding  on  this  point,  we  shall  very 
quickly  have  arranged  all  the  others. 

M.  Jules  Favre  having  begged  him  to  indicate  his  conditions, 
Bismarck  demanded  that 

It  should  be  stipulated  that  Germany  should  reserve  to  herself  the  power  of 
determining  the  moment  when  the  Frencfh  Government  should  appear  to  her 
sufficiently  firmly  established  to  render  the  evacuation  of  France  by  the  German 
armies  possible. 

Then  handling  the  discussion  at  his  own  pleasure,  and  by  an 
artifice  in  which  he  specially  delighted,  he  suddenly  assumed  an  air 
of  severity  and  added : 

I  can  not  conceal  from  you  that  I  am  the  bearer  of  an  ultimatum,  which, 
thanks  to  the  frankness  of  your  explanations,  I  consider  useless;  however,  I 
am  unable  to  relieve  myself  of  the  obligation  of  presenting  it  to  you. 

And  he  announced  to  M.  Jules  Favre  that  this  formality  would 
take  place  on  the  following  day. 

Accordingly  on  Sunday,  the  7th  of  May,  the  Chancellor,  in  full 
uniform,  accompanied  by  the  whole  of  his  suite,  betook  himself  to 
the  Hotel  de  Eussie,  where  the  French  negotiators  were  staying,  and 
read,  "  in  a  grave  and  penetrating  voice,^  says  M.  Jules  Favre,  the 
note  which  he  had  prepared,  and  which  was  nothing  more  than  an 
epitome  of  the  recriminations  formulated  the  previous  evening. 

This  proceeding  accomplished,  and  its  effect  produced,  the  nego- 
tiations went  on.  They  lasted  three  days.  M.  Thiers  kept  inces- 
santly telegraphing  to  the  two  French  ministers  to  finish  at  any 
cost.  In  this  decisive  debate  were  seen  the  points  on  which  Bismarck 
really  intended  to  be  firm. 
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On  the  10th  of  May  at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  the  treaty  was 
^ijCTiffd  in  a  room  of  the  Swan  HoteL 

At  this  very  moment  iL  JuJes  Favre  received  a  telegram  from  Ver- 
f^ailles  announcing  tc  him  that  Fort  Issy  had  just  been  taken  fnnn 
the  insurgents 

X'arious  contentions  with  reference  to  secondary  questions  were 
condudwl  at  the  same  time:  the  last  details  were  deferred  to  future 
conferences  which  were  to  be  held  at  Strasburg. 

The  definitive  peace  was  then  signed,  as  Bi^qnarck  had  wished, 
before  the  defeat  of  the  Commune  restored  a  fuller  liberty  of  action 
to  the  French  Government.  Even  up  to  this  last  phase  France  was 
subjected  to  the  fatality  which  had  weighed  upon  her  since  the  open- 
ingof  the  war. 

Tlie  Treaty  of  Frankfort  of  the  10th  of  May,  1871,  singularly  ag- 
gravated the  preliminary  clauses  of  peace,  and  added  others  very 
painful  for  France. 

The  most  serious  alteration  bore  upon  the  occupation  of  the  ter- 
rit/jry  by  the  German  armies.  According  to  the  terms  of  article  3  of 
the  c^jnvention  of  Versailles  the  Departments  of  the  Oise,  Seine-et- 
Oise,  Seine-et-Mame,  the  Seine,  and  the  forts  of  Paris  on  the  right 
bank  were  to  be  evacuated  after  the  payment  of  the  first  half- 
milliard.  On  the  contrary,  by  the  terms  of  article  7  of  the  treaty  of 
Frankfort,  paragraph  5,  the  evacuation  was  deferred,  either  to  the 
re-establishment  of  order  in  France,  or  to  the  payment  of  the  third 
half-milliard. 

While  the  Convention  of  Versailles  did  not  specify  the  manner  of 
payment  of  the  indemnity  of  war,  the  Treaty  of  Frankfort,  excluding 
notes  of  the  Bank  of  France,  demanded  the  payment  in  bullion,  gold 
or  silver,  and  gave  a  limiting  statement  of  the  values  admitted  by  the 
(ierrnan  Government. 

This  demand,  so  contrary  to  all  precedents,  and  so  excessive  in  the 
eyes  of  competent  financiers,  caused  a  suspicion  that  Germany  hoped 
to  retain,  under  this  head,  a  means  of  bringing  pressure  to  bear  upon 
French  policy. 

The  treaty  thus  fixed  by  its  7th  article  the  manner  of  quittance 
for  France  of  the  war  indemnity  of  five  milliards :  500  millions  were 
to  be  paid  within  the  thirty  days  following  the  re-establishment  of 
the  authority  of  the  Government  of  Versailles  at  Paris;  one  milliard 
within  the  course  of  the  year  1871,  and  a  half-milliard  by  the  1st  of 
May,  1872.  As  for  the  three  last  milliards,  they  would  be  payable  in 
conforniitv  with  the  preliminaries  of  Versailles  by  the  2d  of  March, 
1874. 

From  the  military  point  of  view  the  Convention  of  Versailles  did 
not  limit  the  garrison  of  Paris,  and  only  compelled  the  French  army 
to  remain  behind  the  Loire  \\p  to  the  signature  of  peace;  the  Treaty 
of  Frankfort  limited  the  garrison  of  Paris  to  50,000  men  and  forced 
the  French  army  to  remain  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Loire  till  the 
moment  when  the  Germans  should  judge  that  order  was  re-established 
in  France,  or  till  the  payment  of  1,500  millions. 

Contrary  to  the  preliminaries  of  VersaillCvS,  the  Treaty  of  Frank- 
fort gave  the  troops  in  occupation  the  right  of  "raising  requisitions 
inside  the  Departments  occupied,  and  even  outside,"  if  the  French 
(lovernment  did  not  punctually  fulfill  the  obligations  contracted  by 
it  for  the  maintenance  of  these  troops. 
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The  question  of  the  commercial  relations  between  the  two  countries 
was  decided  in  terms  which  Grermany  thought  at  first  advantageous 
for  herself,  but  in  which  the  competence  of  M.  Thiers  and  M.  Pouyer- 
Quertier  could  discern,  even  then,  advantages  for  France.  * 

Bismarck,  like  the  German  plenipotentiaries  at  Brussels,  had  in- 
sisted very  energetically  th'at  the  commercial  treaty  concluded  be- 
tween FVance  and  Germany  in  1862,  and  which  reaching  its  term 
only  in  1877  had  been  abrogated  by  the  act  of  war,  should  be  ex- 
tended by  ten  years^  that  is  to  say  till  1887. 

Upon  very  clear  instructions  from  M.  Thiers,  who  was  desirous  of 
returning  to  the  protectionist  system,  M.  Pouyer-Quertier  had  de- 
manded that  France  should  preserve  her  full  liberty.  The  discussion 
was  lively.  Bismarck  even  declared  that  he  "would  rather  begin 
the  war  of  cannon  balls  again  tlian  expose  himself  to  a  war  of  tarifi." 
M.  Pouyer-Quertier  resisted  foot  by  foot.  At  last  it  was  agreed  that 
(Jermany  should  abandon  the  prolongation  of  the  treaty  by  ten 
years,  and  that  the  two  powers  should  take  for  the  basis  of  their 
commercial  relations  the  system  of  reciprocal  dealing  upon  the  foot- 
ing of  the  most  favored  nation,  limiting  this  rule  to  England,  Bel- 
gium. Holland,  Switzerland,  Austria,  and  Bussia. 

In  spite  of  the  powerful  economical  advance  of  Germany,  this  ar- 
rangement has  not,  up  to  now,  dealt  too  serious  a  blow  to  French 
commerce.  The  modus  vivendi  adopted  presents  a  certain  advan- 
tage, as  it  has  removed  contention  and  evaded  the  friction  which 
each  fresh  lapse  of  the  treaty  could  not  have  failed  to  bring  about 
between  the  two  countries.  But  it  is  probable  that  a  fuller  liberty, 
secured  on  both  side,  would  have  given  commercial  relations  an  ac- 
tivity which  has  been  wanting  since  1870. 

Lastly,  by  the  terms  of  article  9  of  the  treaty,  and  in  conformity 
with  an  arrangement  concluded  on  the  9th  of  April  between  M. 
Pouyer-Quertier  and  the  delegates  of  Alsace-Lorraine,  "  France 
pledged  herself  to  receive  free  of  duty  the  products  of  the  annexed 
countries  up  to  September  1st,  1871."  This  was  an  amiable  conces- 
sion made  to  Grermany,  but  also  to  the  populations  annexed.  The 
honourable  sentiment  by  which  it  was  dictated  did  not,  perhaps, 
permit  the  French  negotiator  to  get  all  the  advantage  out  of  it  which 
was  open  to  him. 

Article  12  specified  that  Germans  having  obtained  authority  to  fix 
their  domiciles  in  France  were  restored  to  all  their  rights  and  could 
establish  their  domicile  afresh  upon  French  soil.  It  added  that  the 
delay  stipulated  by  the  law  to  obtain  naturalization  would  be  con- 
sidered as  not  being  interrupted  by  the  state  of  war,  and  that  account 
would  even  be  taken  of  the  time  that  elapsed  between  their  expul- 
sion and  their  return  to  French  territory  as  if  they  had  never  ceased 
to  reside  in  France. 

Concerning  the  grave  question  of  the  extent  of  the  military  radius 
round  Belfort,  Bismarck  had  caused  a  clause  to  be  inserted  in  the 
treaty  which  left  to  France  the  option  either  of  the  radius  originally 
fixed  at  seven  kilometres,  or  of  a  territorial  extension  which  assurecl 
her  nearly  the  whole  administrative  district  of  Belfort,  but  in  this 
case,  on  condition  that  she  should  cede  to  Germany  a  slip  of  terri- 
tory 10  kilometres  in  length  on  the  frontier  of  Luxemburg.  In  this 
quarter  an  area  of  10,000  hectares,  with  a  population  of  7,000  was 
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concerned ;  near  Belf ort  the  new  zone  comprised  6,000  hectares  and 
reckoned  27,000  inhabitants. 

Looked  at  thus,  the  combination  might  appear  advantageous  to 
France;  but  in  order  to  obtain  the  district  round  Belfort  the  pleni- 
potentiaries were  none  the  less  by  way  of  abandoning  to  Germany 
7,000  inhabitants,  who  were  authorizea  by  the  terms  of  the  prelimi- 
naries to  believe  that  they  would  remain  French.  On  the  other  hand, 
all  conmiunication  with  Luxemburg  was  cut  off,  and,  from  the  eco- 
nomical point  of  view,  our  rivals  were  left  mining  country  around 
Longwy,  of  which  the  value  was  estimated  at  more  than  a  milliard. 

If  they  had  been  less  hurried  to  conclude,  more  convinced  of  the 
possibility  of  resisting  the  demands  of  Prince  Bismarck,  more  en- 
lightened upon  the  mmeral  value  of  the  territories  demanded  from 
them,  the  French  plenipotentiaries  would  not  perhaps  have  ad- 
mitted so  easily  the  principle  of  conceding  to  Gennany  advantages 
in  Lorraine  in  exchange  for  an  expanse  of  territory,  which,  by  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  itself,  was  recognized  as  belonging  to  France  ex- 
cept that  its  boundaries  were  not  fixed. 

But  the  French  plenipotentiaries  found  themselves  at  once  par- 
alyzed and  terrorized  by  the  procedures  of  Bismarck.  The  exces- 
sive demands  formulated  at  the  time  of  the  first  conference  at  Brus- 
sels had  facilitated  the  later  acts  of  intimidation  of  the  powerful 
negotiator.  In  the  end  there  was  amazement  at  his  "moderation" 
at  the  moment  when  he  was  realizing  his  aims.  M.  Thiers,  obliged 
to  hold  his  ground  everywhere  at  once,  does  not  cease  to  demand 
peace,  peace  at  any  price.  He  was  always  afraid  that  some  unfore- 
seen accident  might  deprive  him  of  the  rewards  of  his  labours. 

At  the  very  moment  when  he  was  victorious,  over  the  Commune, 
he  was  still  apprehensive  of  a  rupture  on  the  part  of  Prussia.  Thus 
he  hurled  himself  upon  the  new  sacrifices  which  were  imposed  upon 
him,  thus,  on  both  sides,  demands  were  formulated  and  accepted 
which  kept  hostile  sentiments  alive  and  irritated  the  wounds,  which 
every  effort  should  have  been  made  to  soothe  and  cure. 

M,  Jules  Favrcj  always  in  terror  and  always  in  tears,  added  to 
the  anxieties  of  M.  Thiers.  He  wept  and  trembled  when  he  ought 
to  have  remained  calm  and  kept  a  stout  heart. 

M.  Pouyer-Quertier  did  not  allow  himself  to  be  intimidated  by 
the  artifices  of  Bismarck  so  much  as  M.  Jules  Favre,  or  paralyzed  by 
the  orders  that  came  from  Paris,  When  the  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  gave  him  the  opportunity,  he  opposed  some  resistance  to  tne 
Chancellor. 

Tluis  he  preserved  to  France  in  the  quarter  of  Belfort  the  valley  of 
the  Marcine,  of  which  all  the  inhabitants  speak  French,  and  w£ich 
assures,  by  Delle,  the  most  direct  communication  between  France  and 
Switzerland.  On  the  same  day  he  had  gained,  as  a  personal  favour, 
the  retrocession  of  the  commune  of  Villerupt,  which  includes  very 
important  mines  of  short  iron.  Previously  Villerupt  was  included 
in  the  territories  abandoned  to  Germany  in  exchange  for  her  con- 
sist to  extend  the  radius  of  the  frontier  around  Belfort. 

Bismarck  had  just  said  that  he  would  make  no  more  concessions. 
M.  Pouyer-Quartier  replied  to  him : 

If  you  were  the  coiiquere<l  party,  I  give  you  my  word  that  I  would  not  have 
oblljred  you  to  become  a  Frenchman,  and  here  you  make  me  a  German. 
How  Is  that? 
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Exclaimed  the  Chancellor : 

Ami  who  is  talking  of  taking  your  Normandy?  I  do  not  understand  in  the 
least. 

The  thing  is,  however,  very  simple,  Prince.  I  am  one  of  the  principal  share- 
holders in  the  forges  of  Vlllerupt,  and  you  see  clearly,  In  this  quarter,  you  make 
me  a  German. 

Well,  well, 

said  Bismarck: 

Don't  cry  about  it.  I  leave  you  Vlllerupt.  But  do  not  ask  me  anything 
more,  or  I  shall  take  It  back  again. 

Concerning  the  exchange  of  territory  between  the  radius  of  Bel- 
fort  and  the  district  of  Thionville,  the  French  plenipotentiaries  had 
been  unwilling  to  accept  the  responsibility  of  coming  to  a  conclusion, 
and  it  was  stipulated  by  the  treaty  that  the  National  Assembly,  when 
it  voted  the  ratifications,  should  have  the  power  of  rejecting  this 
combination,  and  of  contenting  itself  with  a  maximum  radius  of 
seven  and  a  half  kilometres  round  Belfort. 

As  for  the  question  of  the  share  in  the  national  debt  bearing  upon 
the  annexed  provinces,  if  we  accept  the  narrative  of  these  painful 
negotiations  written  by  M.  Jules  Favre,  it  was  not  even  discussed. 

Prince  Bismarck  only  consented  after  long  debate  to  grant  an  in- 
demnity of  325  millions  for  the  portion  of  the  railways  of  the  East 
included  in  the  territories  detached  from  France ;  this  sum  was  to  be 
struck  off  the  second  account  of  the  war  indemnity. 

MM.  Jules  Favre  and  Pouyer-Quertier  returned  to  Paris,  and 
the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  was  deposited  at  the  Bureau  of  the 
National  Assembly  on  the  13th  of  May,  1871.  A  Commission  was 
immediately  named,  before  T^ich  a  lively  discussion  took  place  on 
the  question  of  the  exchange  of  frontiers  round  Belfort,  and  on  the 
frontier  of  Luxemburg.  M.  Thiers,  on  being  heard  before  the  Com- 
mission, insisted  with  extreme  vivacity  on  the  acceptance  of  the 
ratification.  According  to  him,  a  refusal  to  ratify  might  lead  to 
war. 

A  technical  Commission  had  been  constituted  on  the  15th  of  May 
by  the  Minister  of  War.  Presided  over  by  General  de  Chabaud- 
iJatour,  it  included  Generals  Fournier  and  Chareton  and  the  Colonel 
of  En^neers,  Laussedat,  who  had  been  a  member  of  the  French 
Commission  of  delimitation  joined  to  the  plenipotentiaries  of  Brus- 
sels. At  a  first  meeting  the  Commission  pronoimced,  unanimously 
and  formallv,  for  the  rejection  of  the  exchange  and  for  the  reten- 
tion of  the  frontier  round  Belfort. 

M.  Thiers,  on  receiving  information  of  this  opinion,  flew  into  a 
violent  passion  and  tried  to  make  the  Technical  Commission  amend 
its  decision.  It  then  held  a  second  meeting,  in  the  course  of  which 
Generals  de  Chabaud-Latour  and  Fournier  modified  their  opinions, 
while  General  Chareton  and  Colonel  Laussedat  persevered  in  their 
opposition. 

M.  Thiers  would  not  give  way  at  any  price.  In  his  eyes  the  open- 
ing of  fresh  negotiations  would  have  presented  a  real  peril,  seeing 
that  the  conclusion  of  the  definitive  peace  had  been  so  laoorious. 

On  the  18th  of  May  the  public  discussion  opened,  on  the  motion 
of  M.  de  Meuux,  who  declared  himself  favourable  to  the  ratification 
and  to  the  acceptance  of  the  exchange  of  territory  proposed  by  Bis- 
marck.   The  debate  turned,  chiefly,  on  this  last  point  in  the  treaty. 
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Generals  Chanzj  and  Chareton  contested  the  opportuneness  of  the 
exchange.  They  calculated  that  the  radius  of  seven  kilometres  and 
a  half  around  Belfort  ensured  the  security  of  that  place,  and  affirmed 
that  from  the  military  and  industrial  points  of  view  the  territories 
situated  on  the  frontier  of  Luxemburg  had  a  much  greater  value. 
On  the  contrary,  Admiral  Fourichon  and  General  Chabaud-Latour 
pronounced  themselves  for  the  exchange. 

M.  Thiers  intervened  in  the  debate,  and  pointed  out  that  the  posi- 
tion of  Belfort,  without  the  valley  of  the  Savoureuse  along  with  the 
canton  of  Giromagny,  left  an  open  breach  for  the  invasion  of  France. 
On  the  contrary,  the  more  extended  radius  round  the  fortress,  so 
heroicallv  defended  by  Colonel  Denfert-Rochereau,  multiplied  its 
strategic  importance  by  tenfold,  and  made  it  possible  to  join  the  line 
of  defence  of  the  (so-called)  balloon  of  Alsace  with  that  of  the 
Juras.  M.  Thiers  clung  to  his  Belfort  success,  and  defended  it  with 
energy. 

So  far  as  the  territories  on  the  borders  of  Luxemburg  were  con- 
cerned, he  affirmed,  from  the  industrial  point  of  view,  mat  France 
was  sufficiently  rich  in  iron  mines  to  abandon  those  in  the  ceded 
district;  from  the  military  point  of  view,  that  these  territories  had 
no  importance,  the  traditional  line  of  invasion  of  the  French  armies 
having  always  been,  at  all  epochs  of  history,  that  of  the  Sambre 
and  Meuse. 

A  very  favourable  witness  says: 

M.  Thiers  once  more  imposes  his  w'lll  upon  the  Chamber.  He  treats  those 
who  are  not  of  his  opinion  as  ignoramuses,  men  who  do  not  know  history  and 
geography.  With  his  incomparable  talent,  that  marvelous  lucidity,  which  he 
brings  to  the  exposition  of  the  most  intricate  questions,  he  opens  a  course  of 
strategy  for  the  benefit  of  the  weak-minde(Lof  the  Assembly.  He  does  it  so 
well  that  nobody  has  the  courage  to  bring  out  a  perhaps  or  a  non  erat  hie  locus. 
We  thought  at  one  moment  that  he  was  going  to  favour  us  with  the  plan  and 
programme  of  the  next  campaign  against  Prussia. 

In  fact  the  strategical  considerations  developed  hj  M.  Thiers 
possessed  a  real  value.  If  we  wanted  to  keep  Belfort,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  secure  to  the  place  the  means  of  defending  itself.  By  rea- 
son of  the  steady  increase  in  tlie  range  of  guns  too  many  precautions 
could  not  be  taken  in  this  direction.  But  perhaps  more  tenacious 
plenipotentiaries  armed  with  the  concession  relative  to  the  eco- 
nomical situation  of  Alsace-Lorraine  would  have  been  able  to  ob- 
tain the  necessary  extension  of  territory  at  Belfort  without  modify- 
ing in  so  cruel  and  burdensome  a  fashion  the  clauses  of  the  pre- 
liminaries in  the  quarter  of  Thionville. 

M.  Thiei^s  carried  his  point,  and  finally  the  Assembly  voted  the 
ratification  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace  by  433  to  98. 

Bismarck  had  had  the  treatv  ratified  by  the  States  of  South  Ger- 
many on  the  15th  of  May.  He  informed  M.  Jules  Favre  of  this 
situation  and  expressed  his  astonishment  that  the  French  ratifica- 
tions were  not  yet  ready.  The  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  replied 
that  the  ratifications  would  arrive  in  good  time,  and  asked  him  for  a 
new  interview,  which  he  judged  necessary  for  an  explanation  on  the 
general  policy  which  the  two  countries  were  going  to  pursue  in  face 
of  one  another  after  the  conclusion  of  peace. 

After  some  hesitation  Bismarck  accepted.  MM.  Jules  Favre  and 
Pouyer-Quertier  arrived  at  Frankfort  on  Sunday  the  20th  of  May, 
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bearing  the  ratifications.  They  obtained  more  concessions  on  the 
delimitation  of  the  frontier  romid  Belfort  and  the  manner  of  pay- 
ment of  the  war  indemnity. 

Bismarck  consented  to  receive  one  hmidred  and  twenty-five  mil- 
hons  in  notes  of  the  Bank  of  France,  but  he  made  some  diflSiculty 
in  acceding  to  the  desire  expressed  by  M.  Jules  Favre  to  hasten  fresh 
repatriations  of  French  prisoners,  though  article  6  of  the  prelimi- 
naries of  Versailles  stipulated  that  these  prisoners  should  be  sent 
back  immediately  and  in  their  full  number  directly  after  the  ratifi- 
cation of  the  said  preliminaries.  He  insisted  once  again  that  the 
French  Government  should  accept  the  intervention  of  Prussia  in  its 
conflict  with  Paris. 

At  last  the  ratifications  were  exchanged  on  the  21st  of  May,  1871, 
at  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

A  fresh  conference  took  place  in  the  evening  at  nine  o'clock,  in  the 
course  of  which  M.  Jules  Favre  communicated  to  Bismarck  a  tele- 
gram from  M.  Thiers  announcing  the  entrance  of  the  Versailles 
troops  into  Paris. 

Entering  then  upon  the  general  policy,  Bismarck  declared  that 
the  Governments  of  Versailles  and  Berlin  "  ought  no  longer  to  think 
of  anything  but  the  means  of  bringing  together  two  nations  who 
have  a  powerful  interest  in  living  on  good  terms."  M.  Jules  Favre 
having  announced  that  he  was  ready  to  resume  diplomatic  relations, 
the  Chancellor  admitted  that  there  was  nothing  better  to  do  for  the 
moment,  and  announced  that  he  had  chosen  an  Ambassador  with 
friendly  inclinations.  He  added  that  the  Ambassador  whom  M. 
Thiers  should  send  to  Berlin  would  be  surrounded  with  marks  of 
consideration.  At  the  conclusion  he  explained  the  reasons  which 
had  determined  him  to  extend  the  frontiers  of  Germany.  He  wished, 
he  said,  "  to  protect  himself  from  fresh  aggressions  on  the  part  of 
France.'' 

The  Chancellor  and  the  Minister  parted. 

"  Bismarck  was  beaming,"  writes  M.  Jules  Favre.  In  fact  he  had 
signed  with  his  own  hand  and  on  German  territory  the  treaty  which 
consecrated  the  greatness  of  restored  Germany.  This  act  marked 
the  culminating  point  of  his  career.  But  already  the  evident  al- 
lusion, which  the  Russian  Government  inserted  in  a  contemporary 
document,  could  be  applied  to  him : 

It  was  also  one  of  those  monuments  of  a  human  weakness  which  does  not 
know  how  to  stop  in  success,  and  which,  perpetuating  In  peace  the  passions  of 
war,  deposits  fresh  germs  of  hostility  even  in  the  treaties  destined  to  bring  it  to 
an  end. 

NATIONAL  ASSEMBLY — VOTE   ON    THE  RATIFICATION   OF  THE  TREATY   OF 

FRANKFORT. 

After  the  treaty  had  been  signed  by  the  plenipotentiaries  it  was 
submitted  to  the  National  Assembly  and  reierred  to  a  commission. 
The  latter  immediately  reported  a  project  of  law  providing  for  rati- 
fication.   It  was  reported  to  the  Assembly  on  the  18th  of  May, 

The  President.  The  Commission  has  proposed  two  articles.  I 
now  put  before  you  the  conclusion  of  the  (jommission : 

Aet.  1.  The  National  Assembly  ratifies  the  Treaty  of  Peace,  the  text  of  which 
appears  hereafter,  and  which  has  been  signed  at  Franljfort,  May  10,  1871,  by 


Digitized  by 


Google 


72  EATIFICATIOH  OF  TBEATISS. 

MM.  Jules  Favre,  Pouyer-Quertler,  de  Goulard,  Prince  Bismarck,  Count  Amim, 
and  authorizes  the  Chief  of  the  Executive  power  and  the  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  to  exchange  ratifications. 

Abt.  2.  The  National  Assembly,  using  the  faculty  of  option  reserved  to  it  by 
the  same  treaty  and  by  the  additional  article,  consents  to  the  ratification  of 
frontiers  proposed  by  the  third  paragraph  of  article  1  of  the  Treaty,  in  ex- 
change for  the  enlargement  of  the  region  around  the  city  of  Belfort,  as  indi- 
cated by  paragraph  2  of  the  said  article  and  by  the  third  of  the  additional 
articles. 

After  debate,  the  vote  on  ratification  was  taken,  resulting  433  votes 
for  and  98  against  ratification. 

PROCES-VEBBAL   OF   THE   EXCHANGE   OF    RATIFICATTONS    CAUBIED    OUT    AT 
FRANBLFOBT-ON-THE-MAIN,  MAY  20,  1873. 

The  undersigned,  M.  Jules  Favre,  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of 
the  French  Republic,  M.  Augustin-Thomas-Joseph,  Pouyer-Quertier, 
Minister  of  Finances  of  the  French  Eepublic,  and  M.  Marc-Thomas- 
Eugene  de  Goulard,  member  of  the  National  Assembly,  of  one  side ; 

Of  the  other.  Prince  Bismarck,  Chancellor  of  the  German  Empire, 
and  Count  Harry  d'Arnim,  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  of  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  (lermany  pres  le 
Saint-Siege, 

Have  assembled  to  ^oceed  to  the  exchange  of  ratifications  Of  the 
Definitive  Treaty  of  Peace  between  the  French  Republic  and  the 
German  Empire  signed  in  this  city  the  10th  of  May  of  the  current 
year. 

M.  Jules  Favre  and  M.  Pouyer-Quertier  presented  the  instrument 
of  ratification  signed  by  the  chief  of  the  Executive  Power  of  the 
French  Republic  the  18th  of  May,  also  in  due  form  the  law  of  ratifi- 
cation of  the  Treaty  voted  by  the  National  Assembly  the  18th  of 
May,  by  the  2d  article  of  which  the  National  Assembly  consents  to 
the  ratification  of  frontiers  proposed  by  paragraphs  3  of  article  1  of 
the  Treat}^  in  exchange  for  the  enlargement  oi  the  region  around 
Belfort  such  as  is  indicated  by  paragraphs  2  of  the  said  article  and 
by  the  third  of  the  additional  articles. 

Prince  Bismarck  and  Count  Arnim  present  on  their  part  the  in- 
strument of  ratification  by  Germany,  signed  by  His  Majesty  the 
Emperor  of  Germany  and  the  King  of  Prussia  the  16th  of  the  current 
month,  as  well  as  the  expedition  of  the  protocol  dated  at  Berlin  the 
15th  of  May  and  inserted  in  the  German  instrument  of  ratification  in 
virtue  of  which  His  Majestv  the  King  of  Bavaria,  His  Majestv  the 
King  of  Wurtemberg,  and  tlis  Royal  Highness  the  Grand  Duke  of 
Baden,  have  expressly  acceded  by  their  respective  Plenipotentiaries  to 
the  Treaty  of  Peace  of  the  10th  of  this  month. 

These  two  documents  having  been  made,  the  French  Plenipoten- 
tiaries have  taken  this  act  of  adhesion  given  by  the  Plenipotentiaries 
of  the  King  of  Bavaria  and  of  Wurtemberg  and  of  the  Royal  High- 
ness the  Grand  Duke  of  Baden  in  the  name  of  their  respective  Sov- 
ereign, the  German  Plenipotentiaries,  the  law  above  indicated  of  the 
vote  of  the  French  National  Assembly.  The  Plenipotentiaries  of  the 
two  countries  are  agreed  to  the  stipulations  of  exchange,  which  are  in 
question  in  the  first  and  third  additional  articles,  after  having  been 
accepted  by  the  French  Government  will  make  integral  part  of  the 
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Treaty  of  Peace  and  that  the  delimitation  of  frontiers  between 
France  and  Germany  will  be  effectuated  in  consequence. 

The  exchange  of  the  letters  of  ratification  has  then  ensured,  the 
German  instrument  being  delivered  to  the  French  Plenipotentiaries 
and  the  French  instrument  to  the  German  Plenipotentiaries. 

In  virtue  of  which,  the  present  protocol  in  the  texts  are  in  French 
and  the  other  in  German,  have  been  signed  by  the  respective  Pleni- 
potentiaries, after  having  been  read  and  approved.  The  German 
copy  has  been  remitted  to  the  French  Plenipotentiaries,  and  the 
French  copy  to  the  German  Plenipotentiaries. 

Jttubs  Favbe. 

POTJYER-QUERTIER. 

E.  Db  Goin^ARD. 

Bismarck. 

Aenim. 
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TREATY  OF  1873 

CONVENTION  ENTBE   LA  SUISSE  ET   L'EMPIBE   ALLEMAND    CON- 
CEBNANT       L'£TABLISSEMENT      D'XXN       BUBEAU       ALLEMAND 

D'exp£dition  douani^be  a  la  gabe  dxx  centbal,  a  bAle 

RATIFICATIONS  DE  LA   CONVENTION   CI-DESSUS. 

(a)  De  la  part  de  la  Suisse. — Le  Conseil  federal  Suisse  certifie  par 
les  pr&entes  qu  'il  a  donn6  son  approbation  k  la  convention  ci-dessus, 
conclue  le  7  aout  1873  et  relative  k  I'^tablissement  d'un  bureau 
allemand  d'expedition  douaniere  a  la  gare  du  Central,  k  Bale. 

Berne,  le  23  septembre,  1873. 

An  nom  du  Conseil  federal  Suisse, 

(L.  S.)  SCHENK, 

Le  Vice-President. 

SCHIESS, 

Le  Chancelier  de  la  Confederation, 
(h)  Dela  part  de  V Empire  allemand, — ^La  convention  ci-dessus  est 
approuv^e  au  nom  de  I'Empire  allemand. 
Berlin,  le  23  aout,  1873. 

Pour  le  Chancelier  imperial  et  par  autorisation, 
( L.  S.)  Delbruck. 

Note. — ^L'echange  des  ratifications  a  eu  lieu  par  voie  de  corre- 
spondance. 

(Switzerland.    Recueil  officiel.    XI.    1872-1874.    pp.  366-^67.) 
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TREATY  OF  1890 

This  treaty  contained  an  express  stipulation  for  parliamentary 
approval  before  ratification. 

GBEAT  BBITAIN  AND  GEBMANY 

AN  ACT  To  assent  to  certain  Provisions  in  an  Agreement  between  Her  Majesty 
and   the   German   Emperor.      (4th   August,   1890.) 

Whereas  an  Agreement,  dated  the  first  day  of  July,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety,  has  been  concluded  between  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen  and  His  Majesty  the  German  Emperor,  whereby,  amongst 
other  things,  it  was  provided  by  the  provisions  set  out  in  the  schedule 
to  this  Act  that,  subject  to  the  assent  of  Parliament,  the  Sovereignty 
of  the  Island  of  Heligoland,  together  with  its  dependencies,  should  be 
ceded  to  His  Majesty  the  German  Emperor : 

And  whereas  it  is  expedient  to  give  such  assent: 

Be  it  therefore  enacted  by  the  Queen's  most  Excellent  Majestv,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral, and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  assembled,  and  by 
the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows : 

1.  The  assent  of  Parliament  is  hereby  given  to  those  provisions  of 
the  said  agreement  which  are  set  out  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act,  d.xid 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  to  do  everything  that 
appears  to  Her  Majesty  necessary  or  proper  for  carrying  into  effect 
those  provisions. 

2.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  Anglo-German  Agreement  Act, 
1890. 

AGREEMENT  Between  Great  Britain  and  Germany,  for  the  Cession  of  the 
Island  of  Heligoland  to  Germany.     Signed  at  Berlin,  1st  July,  1890. 

Art.  Xn.  1.  Subject  to  the  assent  of  the  British  Parliament,  the 
sovereignty  over  the  Island  of  Heligoland,  together  with  its  de- 

gmdencies,  is  ceded  by  Her  Britannic  Majesty  to  His  Majesty  the 
mperor  of  Germany. 
(Hertslet's  The  Map  of  Europe  by  Treaty,  vo\  4,  page  3286.) 

ANGLO-FRENCH  CONVENTION  ACT,  1904 

This  treaty  is  one  of  the  few  cases  where  parliamentary  approval 
was  required  for  ratification. 

AN  ACT  For  approving  and  carrying  into  Effect  a  Convention  between  His 
Majesty  and  the  President  of  the  French  Republic.     [15th  August.  1904.] 

Whereas  His  Majesty  the  King  and  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic  have,  subject  to  the  approval  of  their  respectre  Parlia- 
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MENTS,  concluded  the  Convention  set  out  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act, 
and  it  is  expedient  to  give  such  approval : 

Be  it  therefore  enacted  by  the  King's  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral, and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  assembled,  and  by 
the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows : 

APPROVAL  OF  CON\^NTION 

1. — (1)  The  approval  of  Parliament  is  hereby  given  to  the  Conven- 
tion set  out  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act,  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
His  Majesty  the  King  to  do  everything  which  appears  to  His  Majesty 
necessary  or  proper  for  carrying  into  effect  that  Convention. 

(2)  Any  sums  payable  by  way  of  indemnity  under  the  said  Con- 
vention and  any  expenses  to  be  incurred  in  carrying  it  into  effect 
shall  be  defrayed  out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament. 

SHORT  TITLE 

2.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  Anglo-French  Convention  Act, 
1904. 

SCHEDULE 
Convention  Stoned  at  London  the  8th  of  Aprh.,  1904 

His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  and  of  the  British  Dominions  beyond  the  Seas,  Emperor 
of  India,  and  the  President  of  the  French  Republic,  having  resolved 
to  put  an  end,  by  a  friendly  Arrangement,  to  the  difficulties  which 
have  arisen  in  Newfoundland,  have  decided  to  conclude  a  Conven- 
tion to  that  effect  and  have  named  as  their  respective  Plenipoten- 
tiaries. 

His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  and  of  the  British  Dominions  oeyond  the  Seas,  Em- 

Seror  of  India,  the  Most  Honourable  Henry  Charles  Keith  Petty- 
Itzmaurice,  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  His  Majesty's  Principal  iSec- 
retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ;  and 

The  President  of  the  French  Republic,  his  Excellency  Monsieur 
Paul  Cambon,  Ambassador  of  the  French  Republic  at  the  Court 
of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  and  of  the  British  Dominions  beyond  the  Seas,  Emperor 
of  India ; 

Wlio,  after  having  comtmunicated  to  each  other  their  full  pK)wers, 
found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed  as  follows,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  their  respective  Parliaments: — 

Art.  I.  France  renounces  the  privileges  established  to  her  advan- 
tage by  Article  XIII  of  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  (ref.  p.  32)  and  con- 
firmed or  modified  by  subsequent  provisions. 

II.  France  retains  for  her  citizens,  on  a  footing  of  equality  with 
British  subjects,  the  right  of  fishing  in  the  territorial  waters  on  that 

Sortion  of  the  coast  or  Newfoimdland  comprised  between  Cape  St. 
ohn  and  Cape  Ray,  passing  by  the  north;  this  right  shall  be  exer- 
cised during  the  usual  fishing  season  closing  for  all  persons  on  the 
20th  of  October  of  each  year. 
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The  French  may  therefore  fish  there  for  every  kind  of  fish,  includ- 
ing bait,  and  also  shellfish.  They  may  enter  any  port  or  harbour  on 
the  said  coast,  and  may  there  obtain  supplies  or  bait  and  shelter  on 
the  same  conditions  as  the  inhabitants  of  Newfoundland,  but  they 
will  remain  subject  to  the  local  Regulations  in  force ;  they  may  also 
fish  at  the  mouths  of  the  rivers,  but  without  going  beyond  a  straight 
line  drawn  between  the  two  extremities  of  the  banks,  where  the  river 
enters  the  sea. 

They  shall  not  make  use  of  stake-nets  or  fixed  engines  (ref.  p.  32) 
without  permission  of  the  local  authorities. 

On  the  above-mentioned  portion  of  the  coast,  British  subjects  and 
French  citizens  shall  be  subject  alike  to  the  laws  and  regulations 
now  in  force,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  passed  for  the  establishment 
of  a  close  time  in  regard  to  any  particular  kind  of  fish,  or  foi*  the 
improvement  of  the  fisheries.  Notice  of  any  fresh  laws  or  regula- 
tions shall  be  given  to  the  Government  of  the  French  Eepublic  three 
months  before  they  come  into  operation. 

The  policing  of  the  fishing  on  the  above-mentioned  portion  of  the 
coast,  and  for  prevention  of  illicit  liquor  traffic  and  smuggling  of 
spirits,  shall  form  the  subject  of  regulations  drawn  up  in  agreement 
by  the  two  Governments. 

III.  A  pecuniary  indemnity  shall  be  awarded  by  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  French  citizens  engaged  in  fishing 
or  the  preparation  of  fish  on  the  Treaty  Shore,  who  are  obliged 
either  to  abandon  the  establishments  they  possess  there,  or  to  give  up 
their  occupation,  in  consequence  of  the  modification  introduced  by 
thepresent  Convention  into  the  existing  state  of  affairs. 

This  indemnity  cannot  be  claimed  by  the  parties  interested  unless 
they  have  been  engaged  in  their  business  prior  to  the  closing  of  the 
fishing  season  of  1903. 

Claims  for  indemnity  shall  be  submitted  to  an  Arbitral  Tribunal 
composed  of  an  officer  of  each  nation,  and,  in  the  event  of  disagree- 
ment, of  an  Umpire  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  procedure  laid 
-down  by  Article  XXXII  of  the  Hague  Convention  (ref.  p.  33).  The 
details  regulating  the  constitution  of  the  Tribunal  and  the  conditions 
-of  the  inquiries  to  be  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  substantiating 
the  claims,  shall  form  the  subject  of  a  special  Agreement  between 
the  two  Governments. 

IV.  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Government,  recognising  that,  in 
addition  to  the  indemnity  referred  to  in  the  preceding  Article, 
some  territorial  compensation  is  due  to  France  in  return  for  the  sur- 
render of  her  privilege  in  that  part  of  the  Island  of  Newfoundland 
referred  to  in  Article  II,  agree  with  the  Government  of  tlie  French 
Republic  to  the  provisions  embodied  in  the  following  Articles: — 

V.  The  present  frontier  between  Senegambia  and  the  English 
Colony  of  the  Gambia  shall  be  modified  so  as  to  give  to  France  Yar- 
butenaa  and  the  lands  and  landing-places  belonging  to  that  locality. 

In  the  event  of  the  river  not  being  open  to  maritime  navigation  up 

to  that  point,  access  shall  be  assured  to  the  French  Government  at  a 

point  lower  down  on  the  River  Gambia,  which  shall  be  recognized  by 

mutual  agreement  as  being  accessible  to  merchant-ships  engaged  in 

:  maritime  navigation. 

The  conditions  which  shall  govern  transit  on  the  River  Gambia 
.  and  its  tributaries,  as  well  as  the  method  of  access  to  the  point  that 
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maj'  be  reserved  to  France  in  accordance  with  the  preceding  para- 
graph, shall  form  the  subject  of  future  agreement  between  the  two 
Governments. 

In  any  case,  it  is  understood  that  these  conditions  shall  be  at  least 
as  favourable  as  those  of  the  system  instituted  by  application  of  the 
General  Act  of  the  African  Conference  of  the  26th  February,  1885, 
(ref.  p.  34)  and  of  the  Anglo-French  Convention  of  the  14th  June, 
1898,  to  the  English  portion  of  the  basin  of  the  Niger  (ref.  p.  34). 

VI.  The  group  known  as  the  lies  de  Los,  and  situated  opposite 
Konakry,  is  ceded  by  His  Britannic  Majesty  to  France. 

VII.  JPersons  born  in  the  territory  ceded  to  France  by  Articles^  V 
and  VI  of  the  present  Convention  may  retain  British  nationality 
by  means  of  an  individual  declaration  to  that  effect,  to  be  made 
before  the  proper  authorities  by  themselves,  or,  in  the  case  of  children 
under  age,  by  their  parents  or  guardians. 

The  period  within  which  the  declaration  of  option  referred  to 
in  the  preceding  paragraph  must  be  made  shall  be  one  year,  dating 
from  the  day  on  which  French  authority  shall  be  established  over 
the  territory  in  which  the  persons  in  question  have  been  bom. 

Native  laws  and  customs  now  existing  will,  as  far  as  possible,  re- 
main undisturbed. 

In  the  lies  de  Los,  for  a  period  of  thirty  years  from  the  date  of 
exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  the  present  Convention,  British  fish- 
ermen shall  enjoy  the  same  rights  as  French  fishermen  with  regard 
to  anchorage  in  all  weathers,  to  taking  in  provisions  and  water,  to 
making  repairs,  to  transhipment  of  goods,  to  the  sale  of  fish,  and  to 
the  landing  and  drying  ox  nets,  provided  always  that  they  observe 
the  conditions  laid  down  in  the  French  Laws  and  Regulations  which 
may  be  in  force  there. 

VIII.  To  the  east  of  the  Niger  the  following  line  shall  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  boundar>^  fixed  between  the  French  and  British 
posse^^sions  by  the  Convention  of  the  14th  June,  1898,  subject  to  the 
modifications  which  may  result  from^  the  stipulations  introduced  in 
the  sixth  and  seventh  paragraphs  of  the  prevSent  Article. 

Starting  from  the  point  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Niger  laid  down  in 
Article  III  of  the  Convention  of  the  14th  June,  1898,  that  is  to  sa3% 
the  median  line  of  the  Dallul  Mauri,  the  frontier  shall  be  drawn  along 
this  median  line  until  it  meets  the  circumference  of  a  circle  drawn 
from  the  town  of  Sokoto  as  a  center,  with  a  radius  of  160,932  metres 
(100  miles).  Thence  it  shall  follow  the  northern  arc  of  this  circle 
to  a  point  situated  5  kilom.  south  of  the  point  of  intersection  of  the 
above-mentioned  arc  of  the  circle  with  the  route  from  Dosso  to 
Matankari  via  Maour6d6. 

Thence  it  shall  be  drawn  in  a  direct  line  to  a  point  20  kilom. 
north  of  Konni  (Bimi-N'Kouni),  and  then  in  a  direct  line  to  a 
point  15  kilom.  south  of  Maradi,  and  thence  shall  be  continued  in 
a  direct  line  to  the  point  of  intersection  of  the  parallel  of  13^  20' 
north  latitude,  with  a  meridian  passing  70  miles  to  the  east  of  the 
second  intersection  of  the  14th  degree  of  noi-th  latitude  and  the  north- 
ern arc  of  the  above-mentioned  circle. 

Thence  the  frontier  shall  follow  in  an  easterly  direction  the 
parallel  of  13°  20'  north  latitude  until  it  strikes  the  left  bank  of  the 
River  Koniadugu  Waube    (Komadougou   Ouobe),  the  thalweg  of 
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which  it  will  then  follow  to  Lake  Chad.  But  if,  before  meeting  this 
river,  the  frontier  attains  a  distance  of  5  kilom.  from  the  caravan 
route  from  Zinder  to  Yo,  through  Sua  Kololua  (Soua  Kolol6ua). 
Adeber,  and  Kabi,  the  boundary  shall  then  be  traced  at  a  distance  ot 
5  kilom.  to  the  south  of  this  route  until  it  strikes  the  left  bank 
of  the  River  Komadugu  Waube  (Komadougou  Ouobe),  it  being 
nevertheless  understood  that,  if  the  boundary  thus  drawn  should 
happen  to  pass  through  a  village,  this  village,  with  its  lands,  shall 
be  assigned  to  the  Government  to  which  would  fall  the  larger  portion 
of  the  village  and  its  lands.  The  boundavy  will  then,  as  before,  fol- 
low the  thalweg  of  the  said  river  to  Lake  Chad. 

Thence  it  will  follow  the  degree  of  latitude  passing  through  the 
thalweg  of  the  mouth  of  the  said  river  up  to  its  mtersection  with  the 
meridian  running  35'  east  of  the  center  of  the  town  of  Kouka,  and 
will  then  follow  this  meridian  southwards  until  it  intersects  the  south- 
ern shore  of  Lake  Chad. 

It  is  agreed,  however,  that,  when  the  Commissioners  of  the  two 
Governments  at  present  engaged  in  delimiting  the  line  laid  down  in 
Article  IV  of  the  Convention  of  the  14th  June,  1898,  return  home 
and  can  be  consulted,  the  two  Governments  will  be  prepared  to  con- 
sider any  modifications  of  the  above  frontier  line  which  may  se«m 
desirable  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  line  of  demarcation  with 
greater  accuracy.  In  order  to  avoid  the  inconvenience  to  either  Partj' 
which  might  result  from  the  adoption  of  a  line  deviating  from  recog- 
nized and  well-established  frontiers,  it  is  agreed  that  in  those  por- 
tions of  the  projected  line  where  the  frontier  is  not  determined  by  the 
trade  routes,  regard  shall  be  had  to  the  present  political  divisions  of 
the  territories  so  that  the  tribes  belonging  to  the  territories  of  Tes- 
saoua-Maradi  and  Zinder  shall,  as  far  as  possible,  be  left  to  France, 
and  those  belonging  to  the  territories  of  the  British  zone  shall,  as 
fur  as  possible,  be  left  to  Great  Britain. 

It  is  further  agreed,  that  on  Lake  Chad,  the  frontier-line  shall,  if 
necessary,  be  modified  so  as  to  assure  to  France  a  communication 
throjugh  open  water  at  all  seasons  between  her  possessions  on  the 
north-west  and  those  on  the  south-east  of  the  Lake,  and  a  portion  of 
the  surface  of  the  open  waters  of  the  Lake  at  least  proportionate  to 
tliat  assigned  to  her  bv  the  map  forming  Annex  2  of  the  Convention 
of  the  14th  June,  1898. 

In  that  portion  of  the  River  Komadugu  which  is  common  to  both 
Parties,  the  populations  on  the  banks  shall  have  equal  rights  of 
fishing. 

IX.  The  present  Convention  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged,  at  London,  within  eight  months,  or  earlier  if 
possible, 

In  witness  whereof  his  Excellency  the  Ambassador  of  the  French 
Republitc  at  the  Court  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  and  of  the  British  Dominions 
l>eyond  the  Seas,  Emperor  of  India,  and  His  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  duly  authorized  for  that  pur- 
pose, have  signed  the  present  Convention,  and  have  affixed  thereto 
their  seals. 

As  previously  explained,  the  Declaration  of  London  was  not  sub- 
mitted per  se  to  Parliament,  but  the  Naval  Prize  Bill,  a  necessary 
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conditioii  of  the  Declaration,  was  submitted  to  Parliament  and  de- 
feated in  the  House  of  Lords,  so  that  the  Declaration  failed. 

DECLABATION   OF   LONDON,    1910 

[From  Parliamentary  Debates,  fifth  series,  VoL  XX,  House  of  Conmions,  seventh 
volume  of  session  1910,  p.  57.] 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.  Asked  the  Prime  Minister,  when  does  he  pro- 
pose, and  whether  befcn*  or  after  the  debate  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Naval  Prize  Bill,  to  afford  this  House  the  promised  oppor- 
tunity of  debating  the  Declaration  of  London  of  1909,  affecting  to 
make  alterations  in  the  Lnw  of  Nations  relating  to  Naval  Prize  and 
to  other  matters  of  maritime  warfare;  and  will  the  opportunity 
given  be  such  as  will  enable  this  House  to  pronounce  for  or  against 
the  ratification  of  the  Declaration  in  question. 

The  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Asquith)  .  The  ratification  of  the  Decla- 
ration is  not  subject  to  the  approval  of  this  House.  It  will  not  now 
be  possible  to  bring  these  questions  before  Parliament  this  year. 

The  Prime  Minister.  The  Declaration  of  London  does  not  require 
the  approval  of  Parliament.  But  it  has  already  been  made  abun- 
dantly clear  that  Parliament  will  have  full  opportunity  for  discuss- 
ing its  provisions  before  His  Majesty  is  advised  to  ratify  it. 

DECLABATION    OF   LONDON,    1911 

[From  ParUamentary  Debates,  fifth  series,  Vol.  Vll,  House  of  Lords,  first 
volume  of  session  1911,  pp.  369,  451,  455.] 

The  Earl  of  Selborne.  *  *  *  I  do  not  wonder  that  a  repre- 
sentation has  been  made  from  Australia,  where  a  somewhat  similar 
case  may  arise.  And  here  I  should  like  to  make  a  confession  of  faith. 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  in  answering  a  question  in  the  House  of  Conmions 
as  to  why  he  had  not  consulted  the  Dominions  upon  this  question, 
said  he  was  going  to  do  so,  but  it  had  not  been  practicable  at  an  earlier 
stage.  Now,  that  answer  is  one  which,  I  admit,  would  have. been 
given  by  any  Government  previous  to  this  one.  My  confession  of 
faith  is  this — ^that  the  time  has  gone  by  when  an  answer  of  that  kind 
ought  to  be  given.  In  a  matter  affecting  the  interests  of  the  Empire 
as  a  whole  no  Government  in  this  country  ought  to  frame  an  agree- 
ment with  foreign  Powers  and  commit  themselves  to  that  agreement 
before  taking  into  consultation  the  Dominions  overseas.  This  Govern- 
ment has  acted  otherwise.  So  far  as  I  have  any  influence,  I  will  never 
be  a  party  to  such  action  by  a  Government  of  which  I  am  a  member. 
1  know  that  the  policy  I  have  advocated  is  a  breach  of  the  traditions 
of  the  Foreign  Office  and  that  there  are  difficulties,  but  in  my  opinion 
it  is  perfectly  impossible  to  carry  with  us  the  moral  support  and  con- 
fidence of  the  Dominions  if  any  longer  we  make  these  agreements  or 
commit  ourselves  to  them  without  consulting  them.  Therefore,  while 
I  am  glad  that  His  Majesty's  Government  are  about  to  consult  the 
Dominions  at  the  forthcoming  Imperial  Conference,  my  contention 
is  that  it  was  practicable  for  them  to  have  done  so  at  an  earlier  stage, 
and  that  they  ought  to  have  done  it  at  an  earlier  stage. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  *  *  *  I  do  not  know  it  on  my  own 
authority,  but  I  have  heard  it  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
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I  believe  it  is  so,  that  that  is  certainly  the  case  with  regard  to  one  of 
our  great  Dominions^  and  I  understand  that  before  the  ratifications 
are  exchanged  His  Majesty's  Government  are  willing  that  the  matter 
should  be  discussed.    I  am  glad  to  hear  that. 

Viscount  Morlet  of  Blackburn.  ♦  ♦  ♦  The  noble  Marquess, 
taking  up  a  point  raised  the  other  night  by  the  noble  Earl,  Lord 
Dunraven,  used  language  which,  accustomed  as  I  have  been  to  revo- 
lutionary language  in  this  House  during  the  last  year  or  two,  sur- 
prised me.  It  is  admitted  that  hitherto  the  law  and  practice  of  the 
Constitution  has  been  that  the  treaty-making  power  rests  with  the 
Crown.  That  is  not  denied  by  any  one.  The  language  used  by  Lord 
Dunraven  was  a  little  more  definite  than  that  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
but  in  either  case  are  you  not  committing  yourselves  to  a  somewhat 
dangerous  doctrine?  I  will  explain  what  I  mean  by  dangerous. 
There  is  a  great  State  in  which  the  treaty-making  power  is  divided 
between  the  Executive  and  the  Legislature,  but  I  am  not  sure  that 
those  who  have  to  deal  with  that  great  and  most  friendly  community 
always  find  that  an  advantage,  and  I  think  you  will  be  introducing 
a  very  dangerous  principle  or  maxim  into  our  own  Constitution  if 
you  impair  the  treaty-making  right  now  vested  in  and  practiced  by 
the  Crown. 

[From  Parliamentary  Debates  fifth  series,  Vol.  XXII,  House  of  Commons,  second 
volume  of  session  1911,  p.  1371.] 

Sir  Edward  Grbt.  *  *  *  In  some  cases  these  final  decisions 
were  not  pronounced  until  long  after  the  war  had  ended,  and  the 
object  of  the  free  list  is  to  ensure  that  the  shipping  trade  of  neutrals 
shall  not  be  dislocated  by  the  capture  of  goods  oi  this  kind,  which 
can  have  no  connection  with  the  military  operations  of  the  belliger- 
ents. 

Sir  Edward  Grey.  *  *  *  I  have  already  stated,  in  answer  to 
a  supplementary  question  asked  on  18th  November,  1910,  that  the 
consent  of  Parliament  is  constitutionally  not  necessary  to  the  rati- 
fication of  the  Declaration  of  London,  but  as  is  well  known  no  Gov- 
ernment would  advise  His  Majesty  to  ratify  a  Convention  again.;t 
the  declared  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
121334— S.  Doc.  26.  66-1 6 
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UNITED  STATES  SENATE, 


PROCEEDINGS   IN  CASES  OF  TREATIES  REJECTED 
BY  THE  SENATE. 

WITH  SOME  EXABIPLES  OF  AMENDED  TREATIES,  1794-1991. 

[From  the  Executive  Journal  of  the  Senate;  embraces  only  proceedings  In  the 
printed  Executive  Journal.] 

JAY  TBEATY  (AMENDED). 

PROCEEDINGS  IN  THE  SENATE  1795. 

On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Strong  and  Mr.  Langdon  be  a  committee  to  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is 
assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any  communications  he  may  be  pleased  to  make. 

Mr.  Strong  reported,  from  the  committee,  that  they  had  waited  on 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  that  he  informed  them  he 
would  make  some  communications  to  the  Senate  immediately. 

The  following  written  message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Dandridge,  his  Secretary : 

United  States,  June  8th,  1795, 
Gentlemen  of  the  Senate: 

In  pursuance  of  my  nomination  of  John  Jay  as  Envoy  Extraordinary  to  his 
Britannic  Majesty,  on  the  16th  day  of  April,  1794,  and  of  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate  thereto,  on  the  19th,  a  negotiation  was  opened  in  London.  On  the 
7th  of  March,  1795,  the  treaty  resulting  therefrom  was  delivered  to  the  Secre- 
tary' of  State.  I  now  transmit  to  the  Senate  that  treaty,  and  other  documents 
connected  with  It.  They  will,  therefore,  In  their  wisdom,  decide  whether  they 
will  advise  and  consent  that  the  said  treaty  be  made  between  the  United  States 
and  his  Britfinnlc  Majesty. 

Go.  Washington, 

The  message,  treaty,  and  other  documents  referred  to  in  the  mes- 
sage, were  in  part  read. 

On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  reading  thereof  be  postponed. 

On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  the  Senators  be  under  an  injunction  of  secrecy  on  the  com- 
munications this  day  received  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  until  the 
further  order  of  the  Senate. 


On  motion, 

red,  That  the  I 
>ne  copies  only 
United  States, 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 


Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  procure,  printed  under  an  injunction  of  secrecy, 
thirty-one  copies  only,  of  the  treaty  referred  to  in  the  message  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  of  this  day,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 
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Tuesday,  June  9, 1795. 

The  Honorable  Pierce  Butler,  from  the  State  of  South  Carol  in  Ji^ 
and  the  Honorable  Frederick  Frelinghuysen,  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  severally  attended. 

The  Honorable  James  Gunn,  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  produce<l 
his  credentials,  and,  the  usual  oath  being  administered,  took  his  seat 
in  the  Senate. 

On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  there  be  printed  two  additional  copies  of  the  treaty  referred  I  o 
in  tfie  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  8th  inst. 

The  papers  referred  to  in  the  said  message  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Wednesday,  June  10,  1795. 

The  Senate  assembled,  present  as  yesterday ;  and,  after  deliberation, 
Adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  mommg. 

Thursday,  June  11,  1795. 

The  Senate  assembled — ^present  as  yesterday. 
The  treaty  referred  to  in  the  message  of  the  8th  instant  was  read 
and  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  untU  to-morrow. 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Friday,  June  12,  1795. 

The  honorable  John  Henry,  from  the  State  of  Maryland,  produced 
his  credentials,  and  the  usual  oath  being  administered,  he  took  his 
seat  in  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  communicated 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  message  of  the  8th 
instant. 

A  motion  was  made  that  the  said  treaty  be  published. 

And,  on  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  modify  the  motion  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  resolution  of  the  8th  instant  as  enjoins  secrecy 
upon  the  Senators  with  respect  to  the  communications  on  that  day  received 
from  the  President,  be  rescinded. 

And  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  tkus  modified, 

A  motion  was  made  for,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  agreed  to; 
and. 

After  deliberation,  it  was  agreed  to  postpone  this  question  imtil 
to-morrow. 

On  motion  to  adjourn,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

And,  after  debate,  the  further  consideration  of  the  treaty  above- 
mentioned  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 
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Saturday,  Junb  13, 1796. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  communicated 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  his  message  of  the  8th 
instant,  and  the  motion  yesterday  made  thereon,  to  wit : 

That  so  much  of  the  resolution  of  the  8th  instant  as  enjoins  secrecy 
upon  the  Senators,  with  respect  to  the  communications  on  that  day 
received  from  the  President,  be  rescinded. 
And  the  question  being  taken, 

f  Yeas  d 

It  passed  in  the  negative,   \Nays"_imiI-IIl~l"lI"I'I!"IIIIZ""I"II        20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — ^Messrs.  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Burr,  Butler,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Mason,  Kobinson,  and 
Tazewell.  • 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are — ^Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford, 
Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster,  Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Henry,  King,  Lat- 
imer, Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Potts,  Head,  Ross,  Kuther- 
f  urd.  Strong,  and  Trumbull. 

And,  after  progress  in  the  consideration  of  the  treaty. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  10  o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 

Monday,  June  15, 1795. 

The  honorable  John  Vining,  from  the  State  of  Delaware,  at- 
tended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty,  communi- 
cated by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  his  message  of 
the  8th  instant,  and,  after  progress. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Tuesday,  June  16, 1795. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  communi- 
cated by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  his  message  of 
the  8th  instant;  and, 

On  motion, 

It  was  agreed  to  refer  the  12th  article  to  the  future  discussion  of 
the  Senate;  and,  after  progress  in  the  consideration  of  the  13th 
article. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Wednesday,  June  17,  1795. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty,  communi- 
cated with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the 
8th  instant,  and  after  discussion  on  the  remaining  articles,  a  mo- 
tion was  made  and  seconded,  that  it  be 

Resolved,  (two- thirds  of  the  Senate  concurring  therein,)  that  they  do  con- 
sent to,  and  advise  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  ratify  the  treaty 
of  Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation,  between  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the 
United  States  of  America,  concluded  at  London,  the  19th  day  of  November, 
1794,  on  condition  that  there  be  added  to  the  said  treaty  an  article  whereby 
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it  shall  be  aijreed  to  suspend  the  operation  of  so  much  of  the  12th  article  as 
respects  the  trade  which  his  said  Majesty  thereby  consents  may  be  carried  on 
between  the  Uniteil  States  and  his  islands  in  the  West  Indies,  in  the  manner, 
and  on  the  terms  and  conditions  therein  specified. 

And  the  Senate  recommend  to  the  President,  to  proceed  without  delay,  to 
further  friendly  negotiations  with  his  Majesty,  on  the  subject  of  the  said  trade, 
and  of  the  terms  and  conditions  in  question. 

On  motion, 
It  was  agreed,  that  this  motion  lie  for  consideration,  until  to- 
morrow. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Thursday,  June  18, 1795. 

^hereupon  the  discussion  of  the  12th  ailicle  of  the  treaty  was  re- 
newed, and,  after  debate, 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Friday,  June  19,  1796. 

The  Senate  assembled. 

On  motion. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  cause  to 
be  laid  before  the  Senate  the  reports  of  John  Jay  while  in  the  office  of 
Forei^  Affairs,  the  correspondence  between  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
American  Army  with  Sir  Guy  Carleton,  on  the  subject  of  the  7th  article  of 
the  treaty  of  Peace  with  Great  Britain,  and  also  MitcheVs  map  of  North 
America. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 
Saturday,  June  20.  1795. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion,  made  on  the 
17th,  respecting  the  12th  article  of  the  treaty  communicated  with  the 
message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  8th  instant. 

The  Vice-President  laid  l>€fore  the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Department  of  State,  by  order  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  with  the  following  documents  requested  yesterday. 

Three  volumes  of  the  reports  of  Mr.  Jay  while  Secretary  of  For- 
eign Affairs. 

A  printed  copy  of  the  official  papers  laid  before  Congress  by  the 
message  of  5th  December,  1793,  and  a  translation  of  Mitchel's  map  of 
the  United  States. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 

Monday,  June  22,  1795. 

The  Vice-President  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Department  of  State,  with  a  "list  of  the  negroes,  tc 
which  the  correspondence  between  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
American  Army  and  Sir  Guy  Carleton  relates ;"  which  was  read,  and, 
with  the  document  referred  to,  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion,  made  on  the 
17th  instant,  on  the  12th  article  of  the  treaty  communicated  with  the 
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message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  8th  instant,  and 
a  motion  was  made  by  •Mr.  Burr  to  postpone  this  motion,  and  to  agree 
to  the  following  resolution : 

"  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  treaty  concluded  at  Ix)ndon,  the  19th 
of  November,  1794,  be  postponed,  and  that  It  be  recommended  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  proceed  without  delay  to  further  friendly  negotiations 
with  his  Britannic  Majesty,  in  order  to  effect  alterations  in  the  said  treaty,  in 
the  following  particulars : 

That  the  9th,  10th,  and  24th  articles,  and  so  much  of  the  25th  as  relates  to 
the  shelter  or  refuge  to  be  given  to  the  armed  vessels  of  States  or  Sovereigns 
at  war  with  either  party,  be  expunged. 

2d  art.  That  no  privilege  or  right  be  allowed  to  the  settlers  or  traders 
mentioned  In  the  2<1  article,  other  than  those  which  are  secured  to  them  by 
the  treaty  of  1783,  and  existing  laws. 

3d  art.  That  the  third  article  be  expunged,  or  be  so  modified  that  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  may  have  the  use  of  all  rivers,  ports,  and  places  within 
the  territories  of  His  Britannic  Majesty  In  North  America,  In  the  same  manner 
as  his  subjects  may  have  of  those  of  the  United  States. 

6th  art.  That  the  value  of  the  negroes  and  other  property  carried  away, 
contrary  to  the  7th  article  of  the  treaty  of  1783,  and  the  loss  and  damage 
sustained  by  the  United  States  by  the  detention  of  the  posts,  be  paid  for 
by  the  British  government;  the  amount  to  be  ascertained  by  the  Commis- 
sioners who  may  be  appointed  to  liquidate  the  claims  of  tlie  British  creditors. 

12th  art.  That  what  relates  to  the  West  India  trade,  and  the  provisos  and 
conditions  thereof,  in  the  12th  article,  be  expunged,  or  be  rendered  much 
more  favorable  to  the  United  States,  and  without  any  restraint  on  the  ex- 
portation, in  vessels  of  the  United  States,  of  any  articles,  not  the  growth, 
produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  said  islands  of  Ids  Britannic  Majesty. 

15th  art.  That  no  clause  be  admitted  which  may  restrain  the  United  States 
from  reciprocating  benefits  by  discriminating  between  foreign  nations  in  their 
commercial  arrangements,  or  prevent  them  from  increasing  the  tonnage  or 
other  duties  on  British  vessels,  on  terms  of  reciprocity,  or  in  a  stipulated  ratio. 

21st  art.  That  the  subjects  or  citizens  of  either  party,  be  not  restrained 
from  accepting  commissions  in  the  army  or  navy  of  any  foreign  power." 

And,  after  debate. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'(  lock  to-morrow  morning. 

Tuesday,  June  23,  1795. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  22d,  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  motion  of  the  17th  instant,  on  the  12th  article  of  the 
treaty  communicated  with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  of  the  8th  instant.  And,  after  debate,  the  yeas  and  nays 
being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

It  passed  in  the  i^^g^^ive  |  jj^,g  IIIIIIIIZIIIIIIIIII  20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — Messrs.  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Burr,  Bulter,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason,  Robinson, 
and  Tazewell. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are — ^Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford, 
Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster,  Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Henry,  King,  Lati- 
mer, Livermore,  Marshall,  Paine,  !rotts,  Eead,  Ross,  Rutherfurd, 
Strong,  Trumbull,  and  Vining. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Wednesday,  June  24,  1795. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion  made  on  the 
17th  instant,  respecting  the  12th  article  of  the  treaty  communicated 
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with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  8th 
instant;  and 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Read,  seconded  by  Mr.  Butler,  to 
amend  the  motion  after  tlie  word  "  specified,"  as  follows : 

"And  also  for  obtaining  adequate  compensation  for  the  negroes  or  other 
property  of  the  American  inhabitants,  carried  off  from  the  United  States, 
In  violation  of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  and  friendship  between  his  said 
Majesty  and  the  United  States,  signed  at  Paris,  the  3d  day  of  Sept  1783." 

And,  after  deliberation,  it  was  agreed  that  the  honorable  mover 
have  leave  to  withdraw  the  motion,  in  order  to  introduce  a  motion 
drawn  up  with  more  consideration  on  the  same  subject.    Whereupon, 

The  motion  was  renewed  by  Mr.  Brown,  seconded  by  Mr.  Jack- 
son ;  and,  on  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

Tx  J  •    J.I.  X-  Yeas 12 

It  passed  m  the  negative,      ^^^^ ^^ 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — Messrs.  Blood  worth, 
Brown,  Burr,  Butler,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason, 
Read,  Kobinson,  and  Tazewell. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford, 
Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster,  Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  King,  Livermore, 
Paine,  Potts,  Ross,  Rutherfurd,  Strong,  and  TrumbullT 

A  motion  was  made  to  postpone  the  motion  before  the  Senate,  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  into  consideration  the  following  motion,  to  wit : 

"That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  Informed  that  the  Senate  will 
not  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navi- 
gation, between  the  United  States  and  his  Britannic  Majesty,  concluded  at 
liOndon  on  the  19th  November,  1794,  for  the  reasons  following: 

1st.  Because  so  much  of  the  treaty  as  was  Intended  to  terminate  the  com- 
plaints flowing  from  the  inexecutlon  of  the  treaty  of  1783,  contains  stipula- 
tions that  were  not  rightfully  or  justly  requlrable  of  the  United  States, 
and  which  are  both  impolitic  and  Injurious  to  their  Interests;  and  because 
the  treaty  hath  not  secured  that  satisfaction  from  the  British  government, 
for  the  removal  of  negroes  In  violation  of  the  treaty  of  1783,  to  which  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States  were  justly  entitled. 

2d.  Because  the  rights  of  Individual  States  are,  by  the  ninth  article  of 
the  treaty,  unconstitutionally  invaded. 

3d.  Because,  however  impolitic  or  unjust  it  may  generally  be  to  exercise 
the  power  prohibited  by  the  tenth  article,  yet  It  rests  on  legislative  discretion, 
and  ought  not  to  be  prohibited  by  treaty. 

4th.  Because  so  much  of  the  treaty  as  relates  to  commercial  arrangements 
between  the  parties,  wants  that  reciprocity  upon  which  alone  such  like  arrange- 
ments ought  to  be  founded,  and  will  operate  ruinously  to  the  American 
commerce  and  navigation. 

5th.  Because  the  treaty  prevents  the  United  States  from  the  exercise  ot 
that  control  over  their  commerce  and  navigation,  as  connected  with  other 
nations,  which  might  better  the  condition  of  their  Intercourse  with  friendly 
nations. 

6th.  Because  the  treaty  asserts  a  power  In  the  President  and  Senate,  to 
control,  and  even  annihilate  the  constitutional  right  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  over  their  commercial  intercourse  with  foreign  nations. 

7th.  Because,  If  the  construction  of  this  treaty  should  not  produce  an  in- 
fraction of  the  treaties  now  subsisting  between  the  United  States  and  their 
allies,  it  is  calculated  to  excite  sensations  which  may  not  operate  beneficially 
to  the  United  States. 

Notwithstanding  the  Senate  will  not  consent  to  the  ratification  of  this 
treaty,  they  advise  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  continue  his  en- 
deavors, by  friendly  discussion  with  his  Britannic  Majesty,  to  adjust  all  the 
real  causes  of  complaint  between  the  two  nations." 
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Whereupon, 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  divide  this  last  motion  as  follows^ 
to  wit : 
"  That  the  motion  of  the  17th,  now  before  the  Senate,  be  postponed ; " 

And 

It  passed  in  the  negative,  |  j^^^"        "^      Illlllllllllllllllllld 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — Messrs.  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Burr,  Butler,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason,  Robinson, 
and  Tazewell. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brad- 
ford, Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster,  Prelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Kmg,  Latimei , 
Livermore,  Marshall,  Paine,  Potts,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherf urd.  Strong, 
Trumbull,  and  Vining. 

Whereupon,  a  motion  was  made  to  divide  the  original  motion, 
made  on  the  17th  instant,  and  now  before  the  Senate,  so  as  to 
adopt  the  first  paragraph  thereof,  ending  with  the  word  "  specified  " ; 
and 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative,  |  \t^^  iq 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brad- 
ford, Cabott,  Ellsworth,  Foster,  Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Henrv,  King, 
Latimer,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Paine,  Potts,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherfurd, 
Strong,  Trumbull,  and  Vining. 

Those  who  votea  in  the  negative  are — ^Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown, 
Burr,  Butler,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason,  Robinson,  and 
Tazewell. 

On  motion  to  adopt  the  last  paragraph  of  the  said  original  motion. 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are — Messrs.  Bingham,  Blood- 
worth, Bradford.  Brown,  Burr,  Butler,  Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster, 
Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Henry,  Jackson,  King,  Langdon,  Latimer, 
Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Paine.  ?otts.  Read,  Robinson, 
Ross,  Rutherfurd,  Strong,  Tazewell,  TrumouU,  and  Vining. 

So  this  paragraph  was  imanimously  agreed  to ;  and  it  was 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senate  concurring  therein),  That  they  do  con- 
sent to,  and  advise  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  ratify  the  treaty 
of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigation,  between  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the 
United  States  of  America,  concluded  at  London,  the  19th  day  of  November, 
1794,  on  condition  that  there  be  added  to  the  said  treaty  an  article,  whereby 
It  shall  be  agreed  to  suspend  the  operation  of  so  much  of  the  12th  article,  as 
respects  the  trade  which  his  said  Majesty  thereby  consents  may  be  carried  on, 
between  the  United  States  and  his  Islands  In  the  West  Indies,  in  the  manner, 
and  on  the  terms  and  conditions  therein  specified. 

And  the  Senate  recommend  to  the  President  to  proceed,  without 
delay,  to  further  friendly  negotiations  with  his  Majesty,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  said  trade,  and  of  the  terms  and  conditions  in  question. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 
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A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Gunn,  seconded  by  Mr.  Read,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Whereas  It  is  alleged  by  divers  American  citizens,  that  negroes,  and  other 
propertj',  to  a  considerable  amount,  were  carried  away  in  contravention  of 
the  7th  article  of  the  treaty  of  peace  between  the  United  States  and  his 
Britannic  Majesty: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recommend  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
to  renew,  by  friendly  negotiation  with  his  said  Majesty,  the  claims  of  the 
American  citizens,  to  compensation  for  the  negroes  and  other  property,  so 
alleged  to  have  been  carried  away;  and  in  case  the  disagreement  that  has 
hitherto  existed,  relative  to  the  construction  in  this  behalf  of  the  said  article, 
cannot  be  removed  by  candid  and  amicable  discussions,  that  it  be  proposed, 
as  a  measure  calculated  to  cherish  and  confirm  the  good  understanding  and 
friendship  which  it  is  desired  may  prevail  between  the  two  countries,  that 
Commissioners  be  appointed,  in  the  manner  directed  by  the  6th  article  of  the 
treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigation,  lately  concluded  between  the 
United  States  and  his  said  Majesty,  with  authority  to  ascertain  and  decide, 
as  well  the  interpretation  of  the  said  7th  article  in  this  respect,  as  likewise 
the  amount  of  the  losses  sustained  by  the  alleged  violation  of  the  same. 

But  the  Senate  are  of  opinion  that  the  negotiation  on  this  subject 
should  be  distinct  from,  and  subsequent  to  that  recommended  by 
their  act  of  the  24th  instant,  respecting  the  trade  and  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  his  said  Majesty's  islands  in  the  West 
Indies. 

And,  after  debate,  it  was  agi'eed  that  this  motion  lie  until  to- 
morrow for  consideration. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

• 

Thursday,  June  25,  1795, 

The  motion  made  by  Mr.  Gunn,  as  last  recited,  and  yesterday  re- 
ferred to  this  day  for  consideration,  was  resumed. 

On  motion  to  divide  this  motion,  and  to  agree  to  all  that  is  con- 
tained from  the  word  "  whereas^^'^  to  the  word  "  swme^^  at  the  end  of 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  resolution  inclusive, 

r  Yeas  27 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative,  \  ^  ^ 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative,  are — ^Messrs.  Bingham,  Blood- 
worth,  Bradford,  Brown,  Burr,  Butler,  Cabot,  Ellsworth,  Foster, 
Frelinghuysen,  Gunn,  Jackson,  King,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Livermore, 
Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Potts,  Read,  Robinson,  Ross,  Rutherfurd, 
Strong,  Trumbull,  and  Vining. 

Mr.  Tazewell  voted  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Jackson,  to  amend  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  motion  under  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  to  wit : 

"But  the  Senate  are  of  opinion  thjit  the  negotiation  on  this  subject  should 
be  distinct  from  and  subsequent  to  that  recommended  by  their  act  of  the  24th 
instant,  respecting:  the  trade  and  Intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
his  said  Majesty's  islands,  in  the  West  Indies,"  to  be  read  as  follows: 

"And  the  Senate  are  of  opinion  that  the  negotiation  on  this  subject*  be  con- 
sldere<l  as  part  of  the  negotiation  recommended  by  their  act  of  the  24th  inst. 
respecting  the  trade  and  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  his  said 
Majesty's  islands  in  the  West   Indies." 
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TBEATY    BETWEEN    THE    tTNITED    STATES   AND    SWIT^EBLAND, 

1835. 

Thursday,  December  24,  1835. 

Tlie  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  their  consideration  and  advice  with  regard  to 
its  ratification,  a  convention  signed  at  Paris  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  tlie 
United  States  and  the  Swiss  Confederation,  on  the  6th  of  March  last.  A  copy 
of  the  convention  is  also  transmitted  for  the  convenience  of  the  Senate. 

Andrew  Jackson. 
Washington,  22d  December,  1835. 

The  message  and  convention  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  an(k 
that  the  convention  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Tuesday,  January  26, 1836. 

Mr.  Clay,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom  was 
referred,  the  24th  December,  the  convention  with  the  Swiss  Con- 
federation, reported  the  same  without  amendment. 

Tuesday,  May  31,  1836. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  conven- 
tion with  the  Swiss  Confederation ;  and  no  amendments  being  made 
thereto,  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Clay  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved  {two-thirds  o  fthe  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate  do 
ad\lse  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Swiss  Confederation,  concluded  at  Paris,  the  sixth 
day  of  March,  In  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-five. 

Monday,  June  6, 1836. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  for  the 
ratification  of  the  Swiss  treaty ;  and. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Webster, 
Ordered^  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

Saturday,  June  11,  1836. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  for  the 

ratification  of  the  treaty  with  the  Swiss  Confederation ;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution, 

fYeas  _  14 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  <  jj^yg  _  23 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Linn,  Rives, 
Robinson,  Sheplev,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  Wall,  Webster, 
Wright. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of  Illinois, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hendricks,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia* 
Knirfit,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Jucholas,  Sor- 
ter, Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins,  Southard,  White. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Swiss  Confederation, 
concluded  at  Paris,  the  sixth  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thlrty- 
tive. 

TREATY  WITH  TEXAS:  ANNEXATION 

Monday,  April  22,  1844. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Tyler,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  your  approval  and  ratification,  a  treaty  which  I  have 
caused  to  be  negotiated  between  the  United  States  and  Texas,  whereby  the 
latter,  on  the  conditions  therein  set  forth,  has  transferred  and  conveyed  all  its 
right  of  separate  and  independent  sovereignty  and  jurisdiction  to  the  United 
States.  In  talcing  so  important  a  step,  I  have  been  influenced  by  what  appeared 
to  me  to  be  the  most  controlling  considerations  of  public  policy  and  the  gen- 
eral good;  and  in  having  accomplished  it,  should  it  meet  with  your  approval, 
the  Government  will  have  succeeded  in  reclaiming  a  territory  which  formerly 
constituted  a  portion,  as  it  is  confidently  believed,  of  its  domain  under  the 
treaty  of  session  of  1803  by  France  to  the  United  States. 

The  country  thus  proposed  to  be  annexed  has  been  settled  principally  by 
persons  from  the  United  States,  who  emigrated  on  the  invitation  of  both  Spain 
and  Mexico,  and  who  caiTied  with  them  into  the  wilderness  which  they  have 
partially  reclaimed  the  laws,  customs,  and  political  and  domestic  institutions 
of  their  native  land.  They  are  deeply  indoctrinated  in  all  the  principles  of 
civil  liberty,  and  will  bring  along  with  them,  in  the  act  of  reassociatlon,  devo- 
tion to  our  Union,  and  a  firm  and  infiexible  resolution  to  assist  in  maintaining 
the  public  liberty  unimpaired — a  consideration  which,  as  it  appears  to  me,  is  to 
be  regarded  as  of  no  small  moment.  The  country  itself,  thus  obtained,  is  of 
incalculable  value  in  an  agricultural  and  commercial  point  of  view.  To  a 
soil  of  inexhaustible  fertility  it  unites  a  genial  and  healthy  climate,  and  is 
destined,  at  a  day  not  distant,  to  make  large  contributions  to  the  commercti 
of  the  world.  Its  territory  is  separated  from  the  United  States,  in  part,  by  an 
imaginary  line,  and  by  the  River  Sabine  for  a  distance  of  310  miles;  and  its 
productions  are  the  same  with  those  of  many  of  the  contiguous  States  of  the 
Union.  Such  is  the  country,  such  are  its  inhabitants,  and  such  its  capacities 
to  add  to  the  general  wealth  of  the  Union.  As  to  the  latter,  it  may  be  safely 
asserted,  that  in  the  magnitude  of  its  productions,  it  will  equal  in  a  short  time, 
under  the  protecting  care  of  this  Govermnent,  if  it  does  not  surpass  the  com- 
bined production  of  many  of  the  States  of  the  Confederacy.  A  now  and 
powerful  impulse  will  thus  be  given  to  the  navigating  interest  of  the  country, 
which  will  be  chiefly  engrossed  by  our  fellow-citizens  of  the  Eastern  and 
Middle  States,  who  have  already  attained  a  remarkable  degree  of  prospei-ity 
by  the  partial  monopoly  they  have  enjoyed  of  the  carrying  trade  of  the  Union, 
particularly  the  coastwise  trade,  which  this  new  acquisition  Is  destined  In 
time,  and  that  not  distant,  to  swell  to  a  magnitude  which  can  not  easily  be  com- 
puted; while  the  addition  made  to  the  boundaries  of  the  home  market  thus 
secured  to  their  minhig,  manufacturing,  and  mechanical  skill  and  industry, 
will  be  of  a  character  the  most  commanding  and  important. 

Such  are  some  of  the  many  advantages  which  will  accrue  to  the  Eastern  and 
Middle  States  by  the  ratiflcation  of  the  treaty — advantages,  the  extent  of  which 
it  is  impossible  to  estimate  with  accuracy  or  properly  to  appreciate.  Texas 
being  adapted  to  the  culture  of  cotton,  sugar,  and  rice,  and  devoting  most  of  her 
energie*?  to  the  raising  of  these  pro<luctions,  will  open  an  extensive  market  to 
the  Western  States  in  the  important  articles  of  beef,  pork,  horses,  mules,  etc., 
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as  well  as  in  breadstuffs.  At  the  same  time  the  Southern  and  Southeastern 
States  will  find  in  the  fact  of  annexation,  protection,  and  security  to  their  i)eace 
and  tranquillity,  as  well  against  all  domestic  as  foreign  efforts  to  disturb  them ; 
thus  consecrating  anew  the  Union  of  the  States  and  holding  out  the  promise 
of  its  perpetual  duration.  Thus,  at  the  same  time  that  the  tide  of  public  pros- 
perity is  greatly  swollen,  an  appeal,  of  what  appears  to  the  Executive  to  be  of 
an  imposing,  if  not  of  a  resistless  character,  is  made  to  the  interests  of  every 
portion  of  the  country.  Agriculture,  which  would  have  a  new  and  extensive 
market  opened  for  its  produce ;  commerce,  whose  ships  would  be  freighted  with 
the  rich  productions  of  an  extensive  and  fertile  region;  and  the  mechanical 
arts,  in  all  their  various  ramifications,  would  seem  to  unite  in  one  universal 
demand  for  the  ratification  of  the  treaty.  But  important  as  these  considerations 
may  appear,  they  are  to  be  regarded  as  but  secondary  to  others.  Texas,  for 
reasons  deemed  sufllclent  by  herself,  threw  off  her  dependence  on  Mexico  as  far 
back  as  1836,  and  consummated  her  independence  by  the  Battle  of  San  Jacinto 
in  the  same  year ;  since  which  period  Mexico  has  attempted  no  serious  invasion 
of  her  territory;  but  the  contest  has  assumed  features  of  a  mere  border  war, 
characterized  by  acts  revolting  to  humanity. 

In  the  year  1836  Texas  adopted  her  constitution,  under  which  she  has  existed 
as  a  sovereign  power  ever  since,  having  been  recognized  as  such  by  many  of  the 
principal  powers  of  the  world ;  and,  contemporaneously  with  Its  adoption,  by  a 
solemn  vote  of  her  people,  embracing  all  her  population  but  ninety-three  persons, 
declared  her  anxious  desire  to  be  admitted  Into  association  with  the  United 
States  as  a  portion  of  their  territory.  This  vote,  thus  solemnly  taken,  has 
never  been  reversed;  and  now,  by  the  action  of  her  constituted  authorities, 
sustained  as  It  Is  by  popular  sentiment,  she  reaffirms  her  desire  for  annexation. 
This  course  has  been  adopted  by  her  without  the  employment  of  any  sinister 
measures  on  the  part  of  this  Government.  No  Intrigue  has  been  set  on  foot  to 
accomplish  it.  Texas  herself  wills  it,  and  the  Executive  of  the  United  States, 
concurring  with  her,  has  seen  no  sufficient  reason  to  avoid  the  consummation 
of  an  act  esteemed  to  be  so  desirable  by  both.  It  can  not  be  denied  that  Texas 
Is  greatly  depressed  In  her  energies  by  her  long-protracted  war  with  Mexico. 
Under  these  circumstances  It  is  but  natural  that  she  should  seek  for  safety 
and  repose  under  the  protection  of  some  stronger  power;  and  it  Is  equally  so 
that  her  people  should  turn  to  the  United  States,  the  land  of  their  birth,  In 
the  first  Instance,  In  pursuit  of  such  protection.  She  has  often  before  made 
known  her  wishes,  but  her  advances  have  to  this  time  been  repelled.  The 
Executive  of  the  United  States  sees  no  longer  any  cause  for  pursuing  such  a 
course.  The  hazard  of  now  defeating  her  wishes  may  be  of  the  most  fatal 
tendency. 

It  might  lead,  and  most  probably  would,  to  such  an  entire  alienation  of  senti- 
ment and  feeling,  as  would  inevitably  induce  her  to  look  elsewere  for  aid,  and 
force  her  either  to  enter  Into  dangerous  alliances  with  other  nations,  who.*  look- 
ing with  more  wisdom  to  tlieir  own  interests,  would.  It  Is  fairly  to  be  presumed, 
readily  adopt  such  expedients ;  or  she  would  hold  out  the  proffer  of  discriminat- 
ing duties  In  trade  and  commerce,  in  order  to  secure  the  necessary  assistance. 
Whatever  step  she  might  adopt,  looking  to  this  object,  would  prove  disastrous 
In  the  highest  degree,  to  the  interests  of  the  whole  Union.  To  say  nothing  of 
the  Impolicy  of  our  permitting  the  carrying  trade  and  home  market  of  such  a 
country  to  pass  out  of  our  hands  into,  those  of  a  commercial  rival,  the  Gov- 
ernment, In  the  first  place,  would  be  certain  to  suiter  most  disastrously  In  its 
revenue  by  the  Introduction  of  a  system  of  smuggling,  upon  an  extensive  scale, 
which  an  army  of  customhouse  officers  could  not  prevent,  and  which  would 
operate  to  affect  Injuriously  the  Interests  of  all  the  Industrial  classes  of  this 
country.  Hence  would  arise  constant  collisions  between  the  inhabitants  of  the 
two  countries,  which  would  evermore  endanger  their  jKjace.  A  large  Increase 
of  the  military  force  of  the  Un!te<l  States  would  Inevitably  follow,  thus  devolv- 
ing upon  the  people  new  and  extraordinary  burdens.  In  order  not  only  to  pro- 
tect them  from  the  danger  of  daily  collision  with  Texas  herself,  but  to  guard 
their  border  Inhabitants  against  hostile  inroads,  so  easily  excited  on  the  part 
of  the  numerous  and  warlike  tribes  of  Indians  dwelling  in  their  neighborhood. 

Texas  would  undoubtedly  be  unable  for  many  years  to  come,  if  at  any  time, 
to  resist,  unaided  and  alone,  the  military  power  of  the  United  States ;  but  it  is 
not  extravagant  to  suppose  that  nations  reaping  a  rich  harvest  from  her  trade, 
secured  to  them  by  advantageous  treaties,  would  be  induced  to  take  part  with 
her  In  any  conflict  with  us,  from  the  strongest  considerations  of  public  policy. 
Such  a  state  of  things  might  subject  to  devastation  the  territory  of  contiguous 
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States,  and  would  cost  the  country,  in  a  single  campaign,  more  treasure,  thrice 
told  over,  than  is  stipulated  to  be  paid  and  reimbursed  by  the  treaty  now  pro- 
posed for  ratification.  I  will  not  permit  myself  to  dw«ll  on  this  view  of  the 
subject.  Consequences  of  a  fatal  character  to  the  peace  of  the  Union,  and  even 
to  the  preservation  of  the  Union  itself  might  be  dwelt  upon.  They  will  not, 
however,  fail  to  occur  to  the  mind  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  country.  Nor  do  I 
indulge  in  any  vague  conjectures  of  the  future.  The  documents  now  transmitted 
along  with  the  treaty  lead  to  the  conclusion,  as  inevitable,  that  if  the  boon  now 
tendered  be  rejected,  Texas  will  seek  for  the  friendship  of  others.  In  contem- 
plating such  a  contingency,  it  can  not  be  overlooked  that  the  United  States  are 
already  almost  surrounded  by  the  possessions  of  European  powers.  The  Can- 
adas.  New  Brunswick,  and  Nova  Scotia,  the  islands  in  the  American  seas,  with 
Texas,  trammeled  by  treaties  of  alliance,  or  of  a  commercial  character,  difTer- 
ing  in  policy  from  that  of  the  United  States,  would  complete  the  circle.  Texas 
voluntarily  steps  forth,  upon  terms  of  perfect  honor  and  good  faith  to  all  na- 
tions, to  ask  to  be  annexed  to  the  Union.  As  an  Independent  sovereignty,  her 
right  to  do  this  is  unquestionable.  In  doing  so,  she  gives  no  cause  of  umbrage 
to  any  other  power;  her  people  desire  it,  and  there  is  no  slavish  transfer  of  her 
sovereignty  and  independence.  She  has  for  eight  years  maintained  her  inde- 
pendence against  all  efforts  to  subdue  her.  She  has  been  recognized  as  inde- 
pendent by  many  of  the  most  prominent  of  the  family  of  nations,  and  that  recog- 
nition, so  far  as  they  are  concerned,  places  her  in  a  position,  without  giving  any 
just  cause  for  umbrage  to  them  to  surrender  her  sovereignty  at  her  own  will 
and  pleasure.  • 

The  United  States,  actuated  evermore  by  a  spirit  of  justice,  has  desired,  b> 
the  stipulations  of  the  treaty,  to  render  justice  to  all.  They  have  made  pro- 
vision for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  of  Texas.  We  look  to  her  ample 
and  fertile  domain  as  the  certain  means  of  accomplishing  this;  but  this  is  a 
matter  between  the  United  States  and  Texas,  and  with  which  other  Govern- 
ments have  nothing  to  do.  Our  right  to  receive  the  rich  grant  tendered  by 
Texas  is  perfect,  and  this  Government  should  not,  having  due  respect  either 
to  its  own  honor  or  its  own  interests,  permit  its  course  of  policy  to  be  inter- 
rupted by  the  interference  of  other  powers,  even  if  such  interference  were 
threatened.  The  question  is  one  purely  American.  In  the  acquisition,  while 
we  abstain  most  carefully  from  all  that  could  interrupt  the  public  peace,  we 
claim  the  right  to  exercise  a  due  regard  to  our  own.  This  Government  can  not, 
consistently  with  Its  honor,  permit  any  such  interference.  With  equal,  if  not 
greater,  propriety,  might  the  United  States  demand  of  other  Governments  to 
surrender  their  numerous  and  valuable  acquisitions,  made  in  past  time,  at 
numberless  places  on  the  surface  of  the  globe,  whereby  they  have  added  to  their 
power  and  enlarged  their  resources. 

To  Mexico  the  Executive  is  disposed  to  pursue  a  course  conciliatory  In  its 
character  and  at  the  same  time  to  render  her  the  most  ample  justice,  by  con- 
ventions and  stipulations  not  inconsistent  with  the  rights  and  dignity  of  the 
Government.  It  is  actuated  by  no  spirit  of  unjust  aggrandizement,  but  looks 
only  to  its  own  security.  It  has  made  known  to  Mexico  at  several  periods  its 
extreme  anxiety  to  witness  the  termination  of  hostilities  between  that  country 
and  Texas.  Its  wishes,  however,  have  bfen  entirely  disregarded.  It  has  ever 
been  ready  to  urge  an  adjustment  of  the  dispute  upon  terms  mutually  ad- 
vantageous to  both.  It  win  be  ready  at  all  times  to  hear  and  discuss  any 
claims  Mexico  may  think  she  has  on  the  justice  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
adjust  any  that  may  be  deemed  to  be  so  on  the  most  liberal  terms.  There  is 
no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Executive  to  wound  her  pride  or  affect  injuriously 
her  Interest;  but  at  the  same  time,  it  can  not  compromlt  by  any  delay  in  its 
action  the  essential  interests  of  the  United  States.  Mexico  has  no  right  to  ask 
or  expect  this  of  us ;  we  deal  rightfully  with  Texas  as  an  independent  power. 
The  war  which  has  been  waged  for  eight  years  has  resulted  only  In  the  con- 
viction, with  all  others  than  herself,  that  Texas  can  not  be  reconquered.  I 
can  not  but  repeat  the  opinion  expressed  in  my  message  at  the  opening  of  Con- 
gress that  it  is  time  it  had  ceased.  The  Executive,  while  it  could  not  look  upon 
Its  longer  continuance  without  the  greatest  uneasiness,  has  nevertheless,  for 
all  past  time,  preserved  a  course  of  strict  neutrality.  It  could  not  be  ignorant 
of  the  fact  of  the  exhaustion  which  a  war  of  so  long  a  duration  had  produced. 
Least  of  all  was  it  ignorant  of  the  anxiety  of  other  powers  to  induce  Mexico 
to  enter  into  terms  of  reconciliation  with  Texas,  which,  affecting  the  domestic 
Institutions  of  Texas,  would  operate  most  injuriously  upon  the  United  States, 
and  might  most  seriously  threaten  the  existence  of  this  happy  Union.     Nor 
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could  it  be  unacquainted  with  the  fact  that  although  foreign  Governments 
might  disavow  all  design  to  disturb  the  relations  which  exist  under  the  Con- 
stitution between  these  States,  yet  that  one,  the  most  powerful  amongst  them, 
had  not  failed  to  declare  its  marked  and  decided  hostility  to  the  chief  feature 
in  those  relations,  and  its  purpose,  on  all  suitable  occasions,  to  urge  upon 
Mexico  the  adoption  of  such  a  course  in  negotiating  with  Texas  as  to  produce 
the  obliteration  of  that  feature  from  her  domestic  policy,  as  one  of  the  con- 
ditions of  her  recognition  by  Mexico  as  an  Independent  State. 

The  Executive  was  also  aware  of  the  fact  that  formidable  associations  of 
persons,  the  subjects  of  foreign  i)Owers,  existed^  who  were  directing  their 
utmost  efforts  to  the  accomplishment  of  this  object.  To  these  conclusions  it 
was  inevitably  brought  by  the  documents  now  submitted  to  the  Senate.  I  re- 
peat, the  Executive  saw  Texas  In  a  state  of  almost  hopeless  exhaustion,  and  the 
question  was  narrowed  down  to  the  simple  proposition  whether  the  United 
States  should  accept  the  boon  of  annexation  upon  fair  and  even  liberal  terms,  or 
by  refusing  to  do  so,  force  Texas  to  seek  refuge  In  the  arms  of  some  other  power, 
either  through  a  treaty  of  alliance,  offensive  and  defensive,  or  the  adoption 
of  some  other  expedient,  which  might  virtually  make  her  tributary  to  such 
power  and  dependent  upon  it  for  all  future  time.  The  Executive  *  has  full 
reason  to  believe  that  such  would  have  been  the  result  without  its  interposition, 
and  that  such  will  be  the  result  in  the  event  either  of  unnecessary  delay  In  the 
ratification  or  of  the  rejection  of  the  proposed  treaty. 

In  full  view,  then,  of  the  highest  public  duty  and  as  a  measure  of  security 
against  evils  incalculably  great,  the  Executive  has  entered  into  the  negotiation, 
the  fruits  of  which  are  now  submitted  to  the  Senate.  Independent  of  the  urgent 
reasons  which  existed  for  the  step  it  has  taken,  it  might  safely  Invoke  the 
fact,  which  it  confidently  believes,  that  there  exists  no  civilized  Government 
on  earth  having  a  voluntary  tender  made  It  of  a  domain  so  rich  and  fertile, 
so  replete  with  all  that  can  add  to  national  greatness  and  wealth,  and  so 
necessary  to  its  peace  and  safety  that  would  reject  the  offer.  Nor  are  other 
powers,  Mexico  Inclusive,  likely  in  any  degree  to  be  Injuriously  affected  by  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty.  The  prosperity  of  Texas  will  be  equally  interesting 
to  all  In  the  increase  of  the  general  commerce  of  the  world ;  that  prosperity  will 
be  secured  by  annexation. 

But  one  view  of  the  subject  remains  to  be  presented.  It  grows  out  of  the 
proposed  enlargement  of  our  territory.  From  this,  I  am  free  to  confess,  I 
see  no  danger.  The  federative  system  Is  susceptible  of  the  greatest  extension 
compatible  with  the  ability  of  the  representation  of  the  most  distant  State 
or  Territory  to  reach-  the  seat  of  Government  in  time  to  participate  in  the 
functions  of  legislation  and  to  make  known  the  wants  of  the  constituent  body. 
Our  confederated  Republic  consisted  originally  of  thirteen  members.  It  now 
consists  of  twice  that  number,  while  applications  are  before  Congress  to  permit 
other  additions.  This  addition  of  new  States  has  served  to  strengthen  rather 
than  to  weaken  the  Union.  New  interests  have  sprung  up  which  require  the 
united  power  of  all,  through  the  action'  of  the  common  Government,  to  protect 
and  defend  upon  the  high  seas  and  in  foreign  parts.  Each  State  commits  with 
perfect  security  to  that  common  Government  those  great  interests  growing 
out  of  our  relations  with  other  nations  of  the  world,  and  which  equally  Involve 
the  good  of  all  the  States.  Its  domestic  concerns  are  left  to  Its  own  exclusive 
management.  But  if  there  were  any  force  in  the  objection,  it  would  seem  to 
require  an  immediate  abandonment  of  territorial  possessions  which  lie  in  the 
distance  and  stretch  to  a  far-off  sea:  and  yet  no  one  would  be  found,  it  is  be- 
lieved, ready  to  recommend  such  an  abandonment.  Texas  lies  at  our  very 
doors  and  in  our  immediate  vicinity. 

Under  every  view  which  I  have  been  able  to  take  of  the  subject  I  think  that 
the  interests  of  our  common  constituents,  the  people  of  all  the  States,  and  a 
love  of  the  Union,  left  the  Executive  no  other  alternative  than  to  negotiate 
the  treaty.  The  high  and  solemn  duty  of  ratifying  or  of  rejecting  It  Is  wisely 
devolved  on  the  Senate  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

John  Tyler. 

Washington,  April  22dy  ISU. 

The  treaty  of  annexation  concluded  between  the  United  States  of 
America  anS  the  Republic  of  Texas,  at  Washington,  the  12th  April, 
1844,  was  read  the  first  and  second  times,  by  unaninious  consent. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

Ordered,  That  the  treaty,  message,  and  acconipanylng  documents  be  referred 
to  the  CJommlttee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Dayton  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  communi- 
cate to  the  Senate  any  coiymunication,  papers,  or  maps  in  possession  of  this 
Government  specifying  the  southern,  southwestern,  and  western  boundaries 
of  Texas. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution, 
and  agreed  thereto. 

Friday,  May  10,  1844. 

Mr.  Archer,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  22d  April  last,  the  treaty  of  annexation  con- 
cluded between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Republic  of 
Texas,  at  Washington,  the  12th  day  of  April,  1844,  reported  the  same 
to  the  Senate  without  amendment. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  first  resolution  submitted 
by  him  on  the  8th  instant;  and. 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Archer,  by  unanimous  consent,  had  leave  to  withdraw  the 
said  resolution. 

Mr.  Archer  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

ReHolvcd,  That  Benjamin  Tappan,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  having 
been  found  by  the  Senate  to  have  been  guilty  of  a  flagrant  violation  of  its 
rules  and  contempt  of  its  authority,  constltuthig  a  case  of  high  breach  of  trust, 
be,  for  such  offense,  and  hereby  is  expelled. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard,  that  the  said  resolution  be  amended 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "Resolved,"  and  inserting  the 
following  m  lieu  thereof: 

That  Benjamin  Tappan,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  having  tcillfuUy 
and  deliberately  violated  the  thirty-eighth  rule  of  the  Senate  in  making  known 
and  causing  to  6e  published  in  a  newspaper  printed  in  the  city  of  New  York,  be- 
fore the  injunction  of  secrecy  has  been  removed,  a  copy  of  the  treaty  of  annexa- 
tion concluded  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Republic  of  Texas, 
at  Washington,  on  the  12th  day  of  April,  ISj^^t  ^th  the  accompanying  corre- 
spondence communicated  to  the  Senate  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
has  incurred  the  just  censure  of  the  Senate,  and  shall  rec^ve  its  reprimand 
through  the  Presiding  Officer,  who  is  hereby  directed  to  give  the  same  in  the 
presence  of  the  Senate. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons,  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Bayard  be  amended  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "  Ohio,"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 

In  furnishing  for  publication  in  a  newspaper,  documents  directed  by  an  order 
of  the  Senate  to  be  printed  in  confidence  for  its  use,  has  been  guilty  of  flagrant 
violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and  disregard  of  its  authority. 
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After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Simmons, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  jj^^^l  ^2 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allen, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Benton, 
Berrien,  Breese^  Buchanan,  Choate,  C3ayton,  Crittenden,  Evans, 
Fairfidd,  Francis,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Henderson,  Huntington,  Jar- 
nagin,  Johnson,  Lewis,  Morehead,  Porter,  Semple,  Sevier,  Simmons, 
Stur^on.  Walker,  White,  Woodbury,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bayard,  Haywood,  Huger,  McDuffie,  Mangum, 
Merrick,  Miller,  Phelps,  Rives,  Tallmadge,  Woodbridge. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

After  debate, 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 

Bayard,  as  amended. 

fYeas  38 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  {jj^yg"  7 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allen, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Berrian,  Breese, 
Choate,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Francis,  Fulton,  Haywood,  Hen- 
derson, Huger,  Huntington,  Jama^n,  Johnson,  Lewis,  McDuffie, 
Merrick,  Miller,  Morehead,  Phelps,  Porter,  Rives,  Semple,  Simmons, 
Sturgeon,  TaUmadgje,  White,  Woodbridge,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Atherton,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Mangum, 
Wright. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  Benjamin  Tappan.  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  in  fur- 
nishing for  publication  In  a  newspaper  documents  directed  by  an  order  of  the 
Senate  to  be  printed  In  confidence  for  Its  use,  has  been  guilty  of  a  flagrant 
violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and  disregard  of  its  authority. 

Mr.  Archer  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  in  consideration  of  the  acknowledgment  and  apology  tendered 
by  ttke  said  Benjamin  Tappan  for  his  said  offense  no  further  censure  be  in- 
flicted on  him. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution. 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  jT^  o 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Buchanan, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Benton, 
Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Choate,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans, 
Fairfield,  Francis,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Henderson,  Huntington,  Jar- 
nagin,  Johnson,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Mangjum,  Merrick,  Miller,  More- 
head,  Phelps,  Porter,  Rives,  Sevier,  Simmons,  Sturgeon,  Warlker, 
White,  Woodbridge,  Woodbury,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Haywood,  Huger. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  second  resolution  submitte«l 
by  him  on  the  8th  instant. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Haywood  that  it  lie  on  the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  we  said  resolution, 

f  Yeas  21 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  j  v^ys  17 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allen, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Barrow,  Bates,  Berrien,  Choate,  Crittenden, 
Evans,  Fulton,  Henderson,  Huntington,  Johnson,  McDuffie,  Man- 

fum,  Merrick,  Miller,  Phelps,  Porter,  Rives,  Sevier,  Simmons,  Wood- 
urv. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.   Allen,   Atchison,   Atherton,   Bagby,   Breese,    Buchanan, 
Clayton,  Fairfield,  Hannegan,  Haywood,  Huger,  Jamagin,  Lewis, 
Semple,  Tallmadge,  White,  Wright. 
So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  foUowiiij?  be  added  to  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate : 

"Any  officer  or  member  of  the  Senate  convicted  of  disclosing  for  publication 

any  written  or  printed  matter  directed  by  the  Senate  to  be  held  In  confidence, 

shall  be  liable,  if  an  officer,  to  dismissal  from  the  service  of  the  Senate,  and 

in  the  case  of  a  member  to  suffer  expulsion  from  the  body." 

Mr.  Archer  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  Senate  relative  to  the  publication  made,  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  of  the  treaty  with  Texas,  and  the  message  and  documents  accompany- 
ing it ;  and  from  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  said 
publication,  and  the  papers  accompanying  the  same;  and  from  the  subsequent 
proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  subject;  and  also  from  the  resolution  pre- 
scribing an  additional  rule,  and  the  proceedings  upon  the  same. 

Mr.  Crittenden  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Ignited  States  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether,  since  the  commencement  of  the  negotiations  which  resultetl 
in  the  treaty  now  before  the  Senate  for  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  United 
States,  any  military  preparation  has  been  made  or  ordere<l  by  him  for  or  In 
anticipation  of  war;  and,  if  so,  for  what  cause,  and  with  whom  was  such  war 
apprehended,  and  what  are  the  preparations  that  have  been  made  or  ordered? 
Has  any  movement  or  assemblage  or  disposition  of  any  of  the  military  or 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States  been  made  or  ordered  with  a  view  to  such 
hostilities?  And  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  copies  of  all  orders  or  direc- 
tions given  for  any  such  preparation,  or  for  any  such  movement  or  disiK>sition, 
or  for  the  future  conduct  of  such  military  or  naval  forces. 
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Mr.  Walker  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy. bfc  removeil  from  the  vote  of  the 
Senate  ratifying  any  treaty  heretofore  condildejl  .between  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Mexico  jO?  /ts^'is. 

Monday,  May  13, 1844.  ,.  \,.^  . 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution :  *• 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  communicate  to  the  ^eii^-t^  the 
copy  of  the  armistice  agreed  upon  between  Mexico  and  Texas,  and  4. copy  of 
President  Houston's  proclamation  declaring  the  same,  provided  the  evid^hce  cf 
such  armistice  and  proclamation  be  in  the  Department  of  State. 

The  Senate,  by  xmanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution,  and  agreed  thereto. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform  the  Senate  whether  a 
messenger  has  been  sent  to  Mexico  with  a  view  to  obtain  her  consent  to  the 
treaty  with  Texas ;  and,  if  so,  to  communicate  to  th€f  Senate  a  copy  of  the  dis- 
patches of  which  he  is  bearer,  and  a  copy  of  the  instructions  given  to  said 
messenger,  and  also  to  inform  the  Senate  within  what  time  said  messenger  is 
expected  to  return. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
I'esolution. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer,  to  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting, 
after  the  word  "  requested,''  if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  in- 
terest.     « 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  and  the  reffolution  was  then 
agreed  to  without  amendment. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolvedy  That  the  author  of  the  "private  letter"  (believed  to  be  Duft 
Green)  from  London,  in  the  summer  of  1843,  and  addressed  to  the  then  Ameri- 
can Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Upshur),  and  giving  him  Information  of  the  sup- 
posed antislavery  designs  of  Great  Britain  in  Texas,  and  which  Information  was 
the  basis  and  moving  cause  of  the  American  Secretary's  leading  dispatch  to  the 
American  charge  in  Texas  to  procure  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  United 
States,  be  sununoned  to  appear  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate  to  be  examined  on  oath 
in  relation  to  the  subject  matter  of  his  said  communication  from  London ;  and 
also  to  be  examined  by  the  Senate  on  all  points  that  they  shall  think  proper  in 
relation  to  his  knowledge  of  the  origin,  progress,  and  conclusion  of  the  Texas 
treaty,  and  all  the  objects  thereof,  and  of  all  influences  and  interests  which  may 
have  operated  in  setting  on  foot  and  carrying  on  the  negotiations  for  the  con- 
clusion and  ratification  of  said  treaty. 

Resolved,  also.  That  the  Senate  will  examine,  either  at  Its  bar  or  by  a 
committee,  any  other  persons  that  it  shall  have  reason  to  believe  can  give 
information  on  all  or  any  one  of  the  foregoing  points  of  Inquiry. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolutions : 

Resolved,  That  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  Texas  to 
the  United  States  would  be  an  adoption  of  the  Texan  war  by  the  United  States 
and  would  devolve  Its  conduct  and  conclusion  upon  the  said  United  States. 

Resolved,  That  the  treaty-making  power  does  not  extend  to  the  power  of  mak- 
ing war,  and  that  the  President  and  Senate  have  no  right  to  make  war,  either 
by  declaration  or  adoption. 

Resolved,  That  the  country  dismembered  from  the  United  States  by  the 
treaty  of  1819  with  Spain,  comprehending  Texas  .and  a  large  territory  between 
the  Red  River  and  the  Arkansas,  and  being  geographically  appurtenant  to  the 
United  States,  and  essential  to  their  political,  commercial,  and  social  system, 
ought  to  be  reunited  to  the  American  Union  as  soon  as  it  can  be  done  with  the 
consent  of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  and  of  Texas,  and 
when  Mexico  shall  either  consent  to  the  same  or  acknowledge  the  Independence 
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of  Texas,  or  cease  to  prosecute  th<%'W|ir.  against  her   (the  armistice  having 
expired)  on  a  scale  commensurate ^to  the- conquest  of  the  country. 

Ordered,  That  the  three  said  cesolutions  last  submitted  by  Mr.  Benton  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  Vse.of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  byMf;.  Crittenden, 
The  Senate  jjrocf^fd^d  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
on  the  10th  in^act^t^ 'and  agreed  thereto. 

The  S^nite  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  Mp.!';Orittfenden  the  29th  April  last,  together  with  the  amendment 
pro{)J5!3«d*  *by  Mr.  McDuflSe  and  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
,  iijlen  \o  that  amendment, 

*•  •  On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Allen 
to  the  amendment, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  McDuflSe  was  then  agreed  to. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier,  that  the  resolution  as  amended  lie  on 
the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,!  ^  oq 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Claytoii,  Ful- 
ton, Hannegan,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuflSe, 
Phelps,  Semple,  Sevier,  Walker,  Woodbury.  * 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atherton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Choate,  Crit- 
tenden, Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington,  Jarnagin,  Johnson, 
Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Porter,  Simmons,  Tallmadge,  Tappan, 
White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

Ordered^  That  the  resolution  be  postponed  to  and  made  the  order  of  the  day 
lor  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Crittenden  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  treaty  of  annexation  be  made  the  special  order  in  execu- 
tive session  for  Wednesday  next,  at  1  o'cloclc  p.  m.,  and  on  every  succeeding  day 
at  tlie  same  hour  until  it  is  ttnally  disposed  of. 

Thursday,  May  14,  1844. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Crittenden, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
on  the  13th  instant ;  and, 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Buchanan  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  word  "Resolved,"  and  inserting  the  following: 

That  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  of  annexation  be  postponed 
until  the  1st  day  of  June  next. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rives  that  the  resolution  be  postponed  to  this 
day  week, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |y_  07 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Evans, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Breese,  Buchanan, 
Colquitt,  Fairfield,  Fulton,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Huger,  Tjewis, 
McDuffie,  Rives,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien,  Choate,  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Davton,  Evans,  Francis,  Hannegan,  Huntington,  Jarna- 
gin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Sim- 
mons, Tallmad^e,  Tappan,  Wliite,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |y^?!g  29 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Buchanan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atherton,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fairfield, 
Fulton,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Rives,  Sem- 
ple, Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Choate,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Francis,  Hannegan, 
Huntington,  Jernagin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce, 
Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons,  Tallmadge,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge, 
Wright. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allen  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  the 
words  "and  on  every  succeeding  day  at  the  same  hour  until  it  is 
finally  disposed  of," 

After  debate. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

The  resolution  was  amended  by  striking  out  "Wednesday"  and 
inserting  Tka/rsday. 

On  motion  by  Mfr.  McDuffie  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 

"  one  o'clock  "  and  inserting  two  o^clock^ 

fYeas  20 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  jja-ryg  04 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Huger, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Atchison,  Bagby,  Benton,  Breese,  Colquitt, 
Fairfield,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Henderson,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie, 
Rives,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker. 

Tliose  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Barrien,  Choate,  Clayton,  Critten- 
den, Dayton,  Evans,  Francis,  Haywood,  Huntington,  Jarnagin,  John- 
son, Mangum,  Miller,  Morenead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons, 
Tallmadge,  White,  Woodbridge. 
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On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution  amended  as  follows : 
Resolved,  That  the  treaty  of  annexation  be  made  the  special  order  in  executive 

session  for  Thursday  next  at  1  oVloelt  p.  m.,  and  on  every  succeeding  day  at 

the  same  hour  until  It  is  finally  disposed  of, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  bjr  Mr.  Walker  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  motive  submitted  by  him  on  the  10th  instant, 
()n  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  M.\y  15,  1844. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Tyler,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  13th  instant,  requesting  to 
be  informed  "whether,  since  the  commencement  of  the  negotiations,  which 
resulted  in  the  treaty  now  before  the  Senate  for  the  annexation  of  Texas  to 
the  United  States,  any  military  preparation  has  been  made  or  ordered  by  the 
President  for  or  in  anticipation  of  war;  and,  if  so,  for  what  cause  and  with 
whom  was  such  war  apprehended,  and  what  are  the  preparations  that  have 
been  made  or  ordered?  Has  any  movement,  or  assemblage,  or  disposition  of 
any  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  tlie  United  States  been  made  or  ordered 
with  a  view  to  such  hostilities?  And  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  copies  of 
all  orders  or  directions  given  for  any  such  preparation,  or  for  any  such  move- 
ment or  disposition,  or  for  the  future  conduct  of  such  military  or  naval  forces  " — 
I  have  to  inform  the  Senate  that  in  consequence  of  the  declaration  of  Mexico 
communicated  to  this  Government,  and  by  me  laid  before  Congress  at  the  open- 
ing of  its  present  session,  announcing  the  determination  of  Mexico  to  regard 
as  a  declaration  of  war  against  her  by  the  United  States  the  definitive  ratifica- 
tion of  any  treaty  with  Texas  annexing  the  territory  of  that  Republic  to  the 
United  States;  and  the  hope  and  belief  entertained  by  the  Executive  that  the 
treaty  with  Texas  for  that  purpose  would  be  speedily  approved  and  ratified 
by  the  Senate,  it  was  regarded  by  the  Executive  to  have  become  emphatically 
its  duty  to  concentrate  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  its  vicinity,  as  a  precautionary 
measure,  as  large  a  portion  of  the  home  squadron,  under  the  command  of 
Captain  Conner,  as  could  well  be  drawn  together;  and  at  the  same  time  to 
assemble  at  Fort  Jusup,  on  the  borders  of  Texas,  as  large  a  military  force  as 
the  demands  of  the  service  at  other  encampments  would  authorize  to  be  de- 
tached. For  the  number  of  ships  already  In  the  Gulf  and  the  waters  contiguous 
thereto,  and  such  as  are  placed  under  orders  for  that  destination,  and  of  troops 
now  assembled  upon  the  frontier,  I  refer  you  to  the  accompanying  reports  from 
the  Secretaries  of  the  Wflr  and  Navy  Departments. 

It  will  also  be  perceived  by  the  Senate,  by  referring  to  the  orders  of  the 
Navy  Department,  which  are  herewith  transmitted,  that  the  naval  officer  in 
command  of  the  fleet  is  directed  to  cause  his  ships  to  perform  all  the  duties 
of  a  fleet  of  observation,  and  to  apprise  the  Executive  of  any  indication  of  a 
hostile  design  upon  Texas,  on  the  part  of  any  nation,  pending  the  deliberations 
of  the  Senate  upon  the  treaty,  with  a  view  that  the  same  should  promptly  be 
submitted  to  Congress  for  its  mature  deliberation.  At  tlie  same  time  it  Is 
due  to  myself  that  I  should  declare  it  as  my  opinion  that  the  United  States 
having,  by  the  treaty  of  annexation,  acquired  a  title  to  Texas,  which  requires 
only  the  action  of  the  Senate  to  perfect  it,  no  other  power  could  be  permitted 
to  invade  and  by  force  of  arms  to  possess  Itself  of  any  portion  of  the  territory 
of  Texas,  pending  your  deliberations  upon  the  treaty,  without  placing  itself 
in  an  hostile  attitude  to  the  United  States,  and  justifying  the  employment  of 
any  military  means  at  our  disposal  to  drive  back  the  invasion.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  my  opinion  that  Mexico  or  any  other  power  will  find  In  your  ap- 
proval of  the  treaty  no  just  cause  of  war  against  the  United  States,  nor  do  I 
believe  that  there  is  any  serious  hazard  of  war  to  be  found  in  the  fact  of  such 
approval.  Nevertheless  every  proper  measure  will  be  resorted  to  by  the  Execu- 
tive to  preserve  upon  an  honorable  and  just  basis  the  public  peace,  by  recon- 
ciling Mexico,  through  a  liberal  course  of  policy,  to  the  treaty. 

John  Tyleb. 

Washington,  May  15, 18U, 
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To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  13th  Instant,  requesting 
to  be  informed  "  whether  a  messenger  has  been  sent  to  Mexico  with  a  view  to 
obtain  her  consent  to  the  treaty  with  Texas;  and,  if  so,  to  communicate  to  the 
Senate  a  copy  of  the  dispatches  of  which  he  is  bearer  and  a  copy  of  the  in- 
structions given  to  said  messenger ;  and  also  to  inform  tlie  Senate  witliln  what 
time  said  messenger  is  expected  to  return,**  I  have  to  say  that  no  messt  iifrer 
has  been  sent  to  Mexico  in  order  to  obtain  her  assent  to  the  treaty  with  Texas, 
it  not  l)eing  regarded  by  the  Executive  as  in  any  degree  requisite  to  obtain  such 
consent  in  order  (should  the  Senate  ratify  the  treaty)  to  perfect  the  title  of 
the  United  States  to  the  territory  thus  acquired,  the  title  to  the  same  being 
full  and  perfect  without  the  assent  of  any  third  power.  The  Executive  has 
negotiated  with  Texas  as  an  independent  power  of  the  world,  long  since  recog- 
nized as  such  by  the  United  States  and  other  powers,  and  as  subordinate  in  all 
her  rights  of  full  sovereignty  to  no  other  power.  A  messenger  has  been  dis- 
patched to  our  minister  at  Mexico  as  bearer  of  the  dispatch  already  communi- 
cated to  the  Senate,  and  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  letter  addressed  to  Mr. 
Green,  and  forms  a  part  of  the  documents  ordered  confidentially  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate.  That  dispatch  was  dictated  by  a  desire  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  the  two  countries  by  denying  to  Mexico  all  pretext  for  assum- 
ing a  belligerent  attitude  to  the  United  States,  as  she  had  threatened  to  do  in 
the  event  of  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  United  States,  by  the  dispatch  of 
her  Government  which  was  communicated  by  me  to  Congress  at  the  opening  of 
its  present  session.  The  messenger  is  expected  to  return  before  the  15th  of  June 
next,  but  he  may  be  detained  to  a  later  day.  The  recently  appointed  envoy 
from  the  Upited  States  to  Mexico  will  be  sent  so  soon  as  the  final  action  is  had 
on  the  question  of  annexation,  at  which  time,  and  not  before,  can  his  instruc- 
tions be  understandingly  prepared. 

John  Tyleb. 

Washington,  May  15 y  1844, 

The  messages  were  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

Ordered,  That  the  messages,  and  documents  communicated  therewith,  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  him  on  the  29th  April  last,  as  amended  on  the  13th  instant. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden  to  amend  the  resolution,  as  amended, 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  words  "  Resolved,  That,"  and  inserting : 

.  Wh^ereas  the  annexation  of  the  Republic  of  Texas  to  the  United  States  is 
a  subject  of  great  importance^  on  which  the  icill  of  the  people  of  this  Union 
ought  to  he  consulted;  and  whereas  the  treaty  for  that  annexation,  now  before 
the  Senate,  is  of  great  moment,  and  there  is  nothing  in  said  treaty,  or  the 
documents  accompanying  it,  which  requires  the  further  observance  of  secrecy, 
and,  resting  as  it  does  upon  its  own  peculiar  circumstances,  can  not  be  dratvn 
into  precedent  for  different  cases  in  time  to  corns:  Therefore,  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  removed  from  said  treaty,  and  all  docu- 
ments and  papers  in  relation  thereto,  now  before  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier  to  strike  out  the  preamble  of  the  amend- 
ment, commencing  with  the  word  "whereas,"  in  the  first  line,  and 
ending  with  the  word  "  therefore,"  in  the  eleventh  line. 

After  deb^tej 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,]  jj^^  09 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Brees,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton,  Haywood,  Huger, 
Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Massrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Atherton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton, 
Berien,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington, 
Jamagin,  Johnson,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead, 
Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge, 
Wright. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Sevier  was  rejected. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  !^cDuffie  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  yr^  2? 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Col- 
quitt, Fulton,  Hannegan,  Haywooa,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple, 
iSevier,  Sturgeon,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Clayton,  Critten- 
den, Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington,  Jamagin,  tfohnson,  Man- 
ffum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons,  Tappan, 
Wliite,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuffie  to  amend  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Crittenden  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  except  the 
TTiessages  and  documents  received  this  day^ 

f  Yeas  21 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,   \  ;w'avs  22 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Col- 
quitt, Fairchild,  Francis,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Haywood,  Huger, 
Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tallmadge,  Walker, 
Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden, Evans,  Huntington,  Jamagin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller, 
Morehead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Sinmions,  Tappan,  White,  Wood- 
bridge,  Wright. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  McDuffie  was  rejected. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker  to  amend  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Crittenden' by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  And  that 
a  reasonable  time  shoidd  he  given  to  hear  from  the  people^  after  this 
publication^  before  the.  fmal  decision  of  the  Senate  upon  the  treaty, 

Navs  28 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

M^srs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fairfield, 
Fulton,  Hannegan,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien, 
■Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Francis,  Haywood,  Huger,  Huntington, 
Jamagin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead  Pearce,  Phelps,  Por- 
ter, Simmons,  Tallmadge,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Walker  was  rejected. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Crit- 
tenden, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,!  jj5^g  fl 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington,  Jarna- 
gin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter, 
Simmons,  Tallmadge,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

Thoise  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Breese,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Haywood, 
Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker,  Wood- 
bury. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Crittenden  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Crittenden,  as 
amended. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,|  ^^^  ij 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senator? 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Haywood,  Huntington,  Jarna- 

fin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter, 
immons,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Ful- 
ton, Hannegan,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  whereas  the  annexation  of  the  Republic  of  Texas  to  the  United 
States  is  a  subject  of  great  importance,  on  which  the  will  of  the  people  of  this 
Union  ought  to  be  consulted ;  and  whereas  the  treaty  for  that  annexation,  now 
before  the  Senate,  Is  of  great  moment,  and  there  is  nothing  in  said  treaty,  or 
the  documents  accompanying  it,  which  requires  the  further  observance  of 
secrecy,  and.  resting  as  it  does  upon  its  own  peculiar  circumstances,  can  not  be 
drawn  into  precedent  for  different  cases  in  time  to  come:  Therefore,  the  in- 
junction of  secrecy  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  removed  from  said  treaty,  and 
all  documents  and  papers  In  relation  thereto,  now  before  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  Tappan  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  twenty  thousand  copies  of  the  treaty,  documents,  and  papers 
from  which  the  injunction  of  secrecy  has  been  remove<l  this  day  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  May  16,  1844. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
on  the  10th  instant. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker,  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 
all  after  the  word  "  Eesolvea,"  and  inserting :  That  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  be  removed  from  the  vote  of  the  Senate  of  the  ith  of  Aprils 
1832^  ratifying  the  treaty  of  limits  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Repyi>lic  of  Mexico^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative ;  and 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  then  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Haywood  to  reconsider  the  vote  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  for  removing  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the  treaty  of 
annexation  and  documents, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,]  ^^  o^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Haywood, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Ful- 
ton, Haywood,  Henderson,  Hucer,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Rives,  Semple, 
Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Choate,  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington,  Jama- 
gin,  Johnson,  Mangimi,  Miller,  Morehead,  Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons, 
Talmadge,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  rejected. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Tappan, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
yesterday. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding 
to  the  end  thereof  the  following:  Together  with  so  much  of  the 
President'* s  message  at  the  com/mencement  of  the  present  session  of 
Congress  as  relates  to  the  affairs  of  Mexico  a/nd  TexaSy  and  aU  the 
documerds  upon  the  sa^m^  subject  comm/umcated  with  said  messagcj 
and  also  the  letter  of  the  Texan  charge  d^affairs  to  John  For»ythy 
former  Secretary  of  State^  upon  the  sfuhject  of  annexation^  the  answer 
of  Mr.  Forsyth  thereto^  ana  the  reply  of  the  Texcm.  charge  ffaffairs 
to  the  sa/me^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker  to  amend  the  resolution,  as  amended, 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  And  also  the  letter  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


RATiriOATION  OF  TREATIES.  109 

Mt.  Webster^  as  Secretary  of  tJie  State^  to  Mr.  Thompson^  our  mwr- 
ister  at  Mexico^  dated  JvMj  8th^  1842. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I    jj^^  26 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bagby,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton,  Haywood,  Huger, 
Lewis,  McDuffie,  Rives,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tallmadge, 
Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Atherton,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien,  Choate, 
Clayton,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Huntington, 
Jarnagin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Niles,  Porter,  Sim- 
mons, Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by, Mr.  Walker  was  rejected. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier  to  amend  the  resolution,  as  amended,  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  And  also  aU  the  proceea- 
ings  and  votes  of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  the  removal  of  the 
injunction  of  secrecy  from  the  treaty  and  documents  aforesaid^  and 
from  which  votes  and  proceedings  the  injunction  of  secrecy  is  hereby 
removed. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuffie  to  amend  the  resolution,  as  amended, 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  And  also  the  correspond- 
ence of  Mr.  Clcfy  and  Mr.  Van  Buren  with  our  ministers  at  Mexico 
rdoMve  to  the  amiexaiion  of  Texas  to  the  United  States  proposed  by 
Presidents  Adams  and  Jackson^  and  all  the  official  documents  on  that 
subject* 

{    Yeas  17 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  \   jfays  ""  26 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuffie, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bagby,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton,  Haywood. 
Huffer,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Morehead,  Rives,  Semple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Tamnadge,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Atherton,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Choate,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Hen- 
derson, Huntington,  Jarnagin,  Johnson,  Miller,  Niles,  Porter,  Sim- 
mons, Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  McDuffie  was  rejected. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was  then  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  twenty  thousand  copies  of  the  treaty,  documents,  and  papers 
from  which  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  has  been  removed  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate,  together  with  so  much  of  the  President's  message  at  the  com- 
ra^icement  of  the  present  session  of  Congress  as  relates  to  the  affairs  of  Mexico 
and  Texas,  and  all  the  documents  upon  the  same  subject  communicated  with 
said  message,  and  also  the  letter  of  the  Texan  charge  d'affaires  to  John  Forsyth, 
former  Secretary  of  State,  upon  the  subject  of  annexation,  the  answer  of  Mr. 
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Forsyth  thereto,  and  the  reply  of  the  Texan  charg6  d'affaires  to  the  same ;  and 
also  all  the  proceedings  and  votes  of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  the  removal 
of  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the  treaty  and  documents  aforesaid,  and  from 
which  proceedings  and  votes  the  injunction  of  secrecy  is  hereby  removed. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
the  10th  instant  for  the  removal  of  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from 
certain  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  and  agreed  thereto. 

Mr.  Choate  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  a  war  undertaken  against  Mexico  for  the  purpose  of  effectlng^ 
the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  United  States,  or  one  immediately  occasioned  or 
adopted  by  such  annexation,  would  be  at  this  time  and.  under  the  existing 
circumstances,  upon  the  part  of  this  Government  and  country,  and  in  the  judg- 
ment of  public  law,  of  mojality,  and  of  the  Christian  religion,  an  unjust  war. 

Resolved,  That  a  compact,  arrangement,  or  other  transaction  between  the 
United  Stites  and  an  independent  foreign  Government,  or  foreign  Government 
assumed  to  be  independent,  and  which  Is  at  war  with  a  third  power,  whereby 
the  national  existence  and  character  of  such  foreign  Government  is  Intended  to 
be  extinguished,  and  its  territory  and  domain  are  Intended  to  be  absorbed  and 
lost  in  our  own,  is  not  a  treaty  in  the  sense  of  public  law  or  of  the  Federal 
Constitution,  and  the  President  and  Senate  can  not  communicate  to  such  com- 
pact, arrangement,  or  other  transaction  any  legal  or  constitutional  validity. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

Ordered,  That  these  resolutions  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  further  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Republic  of  Texas  to  the  United  States  be 
had  with  open  doors. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution. 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  waj  determined  in  the  negative,  \  j^^^g  oq 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Benton,  Fairfield,  Haywood,  Henderson, 
Jamagin,  Niles,  Porter,  Simmons,  White,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Bates,  Bayard,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan^ 
Choate,  Clayton,  Colquitt,  Dayton,  Evans,  Francis,  Fulton,  Huger, 
Huntington,  Johnson,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead, 
Pearce,  Rives,  Semple,  Sevier,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Woodbridge, 
Woodbury. 

So  the  resolution  was  rejected. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  consider 
the  treaty  of  annexation  concluded  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Republic  of  Texas  at  Washington  the  13th  day  of 
April,  1844;  and. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  postponed  to  and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  to- 
morrow. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant;  and, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  May  17,  1844. 

Mr.  Lewis  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolvcdy  That  one  thousand  copies  of  the  map  of  Texas,  lately  sent  by  the 
Bxecutlve  to  the  Senate,  be  pubUshed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Tyler,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statett: 

In  my  message  communicating  the  treaty  with  Texas  I  expressed  the  opinion 
that  If  Texas  was  not  now  annexed  It  was  probable  that  the  opportunity  of 
annexing  it  to  the  United  States  would  be  lost  forever.  Since  then  the  subject 
has  been  much  agitated,  and  if  an  opinion  may  be  formed  of  the  chief  ground 
of  the  opposition  to  the  treaty,  it  is  not  that  Texas  ought  not  at  some  time  or 
other  be  annexed,  but  that  the  present  is  not  the  proper  time.  It  becomes, 
therefore,  important  in  this  view  of  the  subject,  and  is  alike  due  to  the  Senate 
and  the  country,  that  I  should  furnish  any  papers  In  my  possession  which  may 
be  calculated  to  impress  the  Senate  with  the  correctness  of  the  opinion  thus 
expressed  by  me.  With  this  view,  I  herewith  transmit  a  report  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  accompanied  by  various  communications  on  the  subject.  These 
communications  are  from  private  sources ;  and  it  Is  to  be  remarked  that  a  resort 
must  in  all  such  cases  be  had  clilelly  to  private  sources  of  information,  since  It  Is 
not  to  be  expected  that  any  Government,  more  especially  if  situated  as  Texas 
18,  would  be  Inclined  to  develop  to  the  world  Its  ulterior  Une  of  policy. 

Among  the  extracts  is  one  from  a  letter  from  General  Houston  to  General  An- 
drew Jackson,  to  which  I  particularly  Invite  your  attention ;  and  another  from 
General  Jackson  to  a  gentleman  of  high  respectability  now  of  this  place.  Consid- 
ering that  General  Jackson  was  placed  In  a  situation  to  hold  the  freest  and  full- 
est interview  with  Mr.  Miller,  the  private  and  confidential  secretary  of  President 
Houston,  who,  President  Houston  informed  General  Jackson,  "knows  all  his 
actions,  and  understands  all  his  motives,"  and  who  was  authorized  to  communi- 
cate to  General  Jackson  the  views  of  the  policy  entertained  by  the  President  of 
Texas,  as  well  applicable  to  the  present  as  the  future,  that  the  declaration  made 
by  General  Jackson  in  his  letter,  **  that  the  present  golden  moment  to  obtain 
Texas  must  not  be  lost,  or  Texas  might,  from  necessity,  be  thrown  Into  the  arms 
of  England,  and  be  forever  lost  to  the  United  States,"  were  made  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  all  circumstances,  and  ought  to  be  received  as  conclusive  of  what 
win  be  the  course  of  Texas,  should  the  present  treaty  fall.  From  this  high  source^, 
sustained,  if  it  requires  to  be  sustained,  by  the  accompanying  communications,  I 
entertain  not  the  least  doubt  that  if  annexation  should  now  fail,  it  will,  in  all 
human  probability,  fail  forever.  Indeed,  I  have  strong  reasons  to  believe  that 
instructions  have  already  been  given  by  the  Texan  Government  to  propose  to  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  forthwith,  on  the  failure,  to  enter  Into  a  treaty 
of  commerce,  and  an  alliance  offensive  and  defensive. 

John  Tyucb. 

Washington,  May  16, 1844, 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  13th  Instant,  relating  to  a 
supposed  armistice  between  the  Republics  of  Mexico  and  Texas,  I  transmit 
a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  papers  by  which  It  was  ac- 
companied. 


John  Tyleb. 


Washington,  17th  May,  1844- 
The  messages  were  read. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier  that  the  message  with  the  accompanyinjg 
report  from  the  Secretary  State,  and  the  correspondence  communi- 
cated with  it,  showing  the  probable  course  of  the  Government  of 
Texas  if  the  treaty  of  annexation  should  now  fail,  be  printed  in 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

{Yeas  17 

Navs  27 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton,  Haywood, 
Henderson,    Huger,   Lewis,   McDuffie,    Semple,    Sevier,    Sturgeon, 
Walker,  White,  Woodbury,  Wright. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard, 
Benton,   Berrien,   Choate,   Crittenden,   Evans,   Fairfield,   Francis, 
Huntington,  Jarnagin,  Johnson,  Mangun,  Miller,  Morehead,  Niles, 
Pearce,  Porter,  Rives,  Simmons,  Tappan,  Woodbridge. 
So  the  motion  to  print  was  rejected. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  transmitting  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  sundry  papers,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  13th 
instant,  relating  to  a  supposed  armistice  between  the  Republics  of  Mexico  and 
Texas,  be  printed  In  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien  that  the  said  message,  report,  and  papers 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon, 

*  It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  I  jj^^g  .  go 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  years  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien,  Choate, 
Clayton,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Francis,  Huntington,  Jarnagin,  John- 
son, Mangiim,  Miller,  Morehead,  Pearce,  Porter,  Rives,  Simmons 
Tappan,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  m  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Col- 

?uitt,  Fairfield,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Haywood,  Huger,  Ijewis,  Mc- 
)uffie,  Niles,  Phelps,  Semple,    Sevier,    Sturgeon,    Walker,   White, 
Woodbury. 
So  it  was 

Ordered,  That  said  message,  report,  and  papers  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Sevier  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  message  of  the 
President  relative  to  the  armistice  between  Mexico  and  Texas,  and  the  accom- 
panying documents,  and  that  it  is  published  in  connection  with  the  documents  of 
wiiich  twenty  thousand  copies  were  ordertMl  to  be  printed. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES.  113 

Mr.  Jai-nagin  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury  be  directed,  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible,  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  whether  any  and  what  sums  of  money 
have  been  drawn  from  the  Treasury  to  be  expended  to  carry  Into  effect  the 
orders  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  made  since  the  12th  day  of  April 
last,  for  stationing  troops  or  increasing  the  military  forces  upon  or  near  the 
frontiers  of  Texas  and  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  for  placing  a  naval  force  in  the 
(lUlf  of  Mexico,  with  any  other  expenditures  connected  with  those  movements; 
and  that  he  state  particularly  under  what  law  of  Congress  and  from  what  ap- 
propriation such  moneys  have  been  taken  from  the  Treasury  for  expenditure. 

Saturday,  May  18,  1844. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  incorporation  of  the  left  bank  of  Uio  del  Norte  into  the 
American  Union,  by  virtue  of  a  treaty  with  Texas,  comprehending,  as  the  said 
Incorporation  would  do,  a  part  of  the  Mexican  departments  of  New  Mexico, 
Chihuahua,  Coahiuta,  and  Tamaullpas.  would  be  an  act  of  direct  aggression 
on  Mexico,  for  all  the  consequences  of  which  the  United  States  would  stand 
responsible  In  the  eyes  of  the  civilized  world. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  three  resolutions  sub- 
mitted b}^  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  in^5tant;  and. 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  Mr.  Benton's 
speech  on  the  Texas  treaty,  as  far  as  delivered. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,!  jj^g  oo 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Archer,  Barrow,  Bayard,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan, 
Clayton,  Fulton,  Hannegan,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Rives,  Semple, 
Sevier,  Walker. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Bates,  Benton,  Choate,  Crittenden,  Evans, 
Fairfield,  Francis,  Henderson,  Huntington,  Jamagin,  Mangum, 
Miller,  Morehead,  Niles,  Pearce,  Porter,  Simmons,  Tappan,  Wood- 
bridge,  Wright. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by 
Mr.  Jamagin  on  the  17th  instant;  and  agreed  thereto. 

Monday,  Mat  20,  1844. 

The  President  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  18th  instant,  in  relation  to  the  sums  of  money  drawn 
from  the  Treasury  to  carry  into  effect  the  orders  of  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments  for  placing  troops  near  the  frontiers  of  Texas  and  a 
naval  force  in  the  trulf  of  Mexico ;  which  was  read. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant;  and, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

Ordered,  That  they  Ue  on  the  table. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by 
Mr.  Sevier  on  the  17th  instant,  and  agreed  thereto. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
on  the  18th  instant,  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  his 
speech  on  the  treaty  with  Texas. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benton  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  as  far  as  delivered,"  and  inserting  the  words  and  resolu- 
tions connected  therewith^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof,  as  amended,  the  following  words:  And  aU  other 
speeches  on  the  same  subject^  as  soon  as  delivered^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution,  as  amended, 

f  Yeas  29 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  \  jj«yg  ^^2 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Buchanan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton, 
Choate,  Crittenden,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Hannegan,  Henderson,  Himt- 
ington,  Janragin,  Johnson,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Miller,  Morehead,  Niles, 
Pearce,  Porter,  Semple,  Simmons,  Tappan,  White,  Woodbridge, 
Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Clayton,  Ful- 
ton, Huger,  McDuffie,  Kives,  Sevier,  Tallmadge. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  I^Ir.  Benton's  speech 
on  the  Texas  treaty,  and  resohitions  connected  therewith,  and  all  other  speeches 
on  the  same  subject,  as  soon  as  delivered. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Archer, 

Ordered,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  this  resolution. 

Tuesday,  ]VL\y  21,  1844. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  PrCvsident  of  the 
T'nited  States,  by  Mr.  Tyler,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  29th  ult.,  upon  the  subject 
of  unpublished  correspondence  in  rejrard  to  the  purchase  of  or  title  to  Texas, 
I  transmit  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  documents  by  which 
It  was  accompanied. 

John  Ttleb. 

Washington,  18th  May,  I844. 
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The  message  was  read. 

Ordered^  That  the  message  and  documents  he  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Walker^ 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant;  and. 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Choate, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  May  22, 1844. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  Inform  the  Senate  whether  any 
engagement  or  agreement  has  taken  place  between  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  President  of  Texas  in  relation  to  naval  or  military  aid,  or  any 
other  aid,  to  Texas,  In  the  event  of  an  agreement  on  the  part  of  Texas  to  annex 
herself  to  the  United  States ;  and,  If  so,  all  the  particulars  of  such  agreement 
or  promise,  with  the  copies  of  the  same.  If  in  writing;  and  also  a  copy  of  all 
comraonicatlons,  If  any  have  been  made,  to  the  President  of  Texas,  informing 
him  of  the  march  and  sailing  of  portions  of  our  Army  and  Navy,  and  the 
orders  given  them  to  communicate  with  and  report  to  the  said  President  of 
Texas. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution, and  agreed  thereto. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Choate, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant ;  and, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuflBe, 
Ordered,  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

Thursday,  May  23, 1844. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Waggaman : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

Your  resolution  of  the  18th  instant,  adopted  in  executive  session,  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ad  inteHm,  has  been  communicated  to  me  by 
that  officer.  While  I  can  not  recognize  this  call  thus  made  on  the  head  of  a 
Department  as  consistent  with  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  Senate  when 
acting  in  Its  executive  capacity,  which  in  such  case  can  only  properly  hold  cor- 
respondence with  the  President  of  the  United  States,  nevertheless,  from  an 
anxious  desire  to  lay  before  the  Senate  all  such  information  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  enable  It  with  full  understanding  to  act  upoi\  any  subject  which  may 
be  before  it,  I  herewith  transmit  communications  which  have  been  made  to  me 
by  the  Secretaries  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  in  full  answer  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate. 

John  Tyleb. 

Wabhikoton,  May  23,  1844* 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuffie,  and  by  imanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  fortieth  rule  of  the  Senate  be  suspended  so  far  as  to  admit 
a  reporter  for  the  purpose  of  reporting  a  speech  about  to  be  made  by  Mr. 
McDuffie  In  executive  session. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  McDuffie, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant ;  and, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Jarnagin, 

Ordered,  That  the  resolutions  He  on  the  table. 

Friday,  May  24,  1844. 

Mr.  Jarnagin  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be.  and  hereby  is,  removed  from  the 
President's  messagre  transmitted  to  the  Senate  on  yesterday,  23d  instant,  in 
reference  to  a  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  the  Senate  iu 
executive  session,  and  also  from  the  papers  and  documents  accompanying  said 
message. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution, and  agreed  thereto. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Evans, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  three  resolutions  submitted 
by  Mr.  Benton  on  the  13th  instant ;  and. 
After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  resolutions  be  postponed  to  and  made  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Thursday  next. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Lewis, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
on  the  I7th  instant. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier,  the  resolution  was  amended  by  striking 
out  the  word  "  printed  "  and  inserting  the  word  lithoaraphed  in  lieu 
thereof,  and  by  adding  at  the  end  to  he  of  half  the  size  of  that  senty 
provided  the  cost  does  not  exceed  two  hundred  dollars. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution  as  amended. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative  \  jj^^g  yr 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are: 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Benton,  Breese,  Buchanan, 
Fairfield,  Francis,  Fulton,  Henderson,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Mangum, 
Kiles,  Rives,  Sevier,  Tallmadge^  White,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Archer,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Berrien,  Choate,  Dayton, 
Evans,  Huntington,  Jarnagin,  Miller^  Morehead,  Pearce,  Porter, 
Simmons,  Tapan,  Woodbridge. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  one  thousand  copies  of  the  map  of  Texas  lately  sent  by  the 
Executive  to  the  Senate,  be  lithographed,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  to  be  of  half 
the  size  of  that  sent,  provided  the  cost  does  not  exceed  two  hundred  dollars. 

Tuesday,  May  28,  1844. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the 
whole  of  the  "private  letter  "  from  Tendon  with  its  date,  quoted  by  the  Ameri- 
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can  Secretary  of  State  in  his  letter  of  the  9th  of  August.  1843.  to  the  United 
States  charge  In  Texas,  so  far  as  the  same  applies  to  Texas,  and  all  other  letters 
from  the  same  person  relative  to  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  United  States ; 
also  that  the  President  be  requested  to  Inform  the  Senate  of  the  name  of  the 
writer  of  said  "  private  letter  "  and  whether  the  said  writer  was  employed  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Europe,  and  If  so,  a  copy  of  the  liistruc- 
tioDS  under  which  he  acted  or  of  the  letters  or  papers  which  accredited  him,, 
the  character  In  which  he  acted,  by  whom  appointed,  the  amount  of  money  which 
he  received,  and  out  of  what  fund  It  was  paid. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution,  and  agreed  thereto. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Jarnagin, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  received  from  the  President  the  23d  Instant,  and 
the  documents  communicated  therewith,  from  which  the  Injunction  of  secrecy 
was  removed  on  the  24th  Instant,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  communi- 
cate to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  Instructions  given  In  1829  by  President  Jackson, 
through  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  United  States  minister  In  Mexico,  to 
procure  the  retrocession  or  to  purchase  the  then  province  of  Texas  and  other 
territory  between  the  Red  River  and  Arkansas,  ceded  to  Spain  by  the  treaty 
of  1819. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the^ 
resolution,  and  agreed  thereto. 

Saturday,  June  1,  1844. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  22d  instant,  requesting  In- 
formation In  regard  to  any  promise  by  the  President  of  military  or  other 
aid  to  Texas  In  the  event  of  an  agreement  on  the  part  of  that  Republic  to  annex 
herself  to  the  United  States,  I  transmit  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  documents  by  which  it  was  accompanied. 

In  my  message  to  the  Senate  of  the  15th  of  this  month  I  adverted  to  the  duty 
which.  In  my  Judgment,  the  signature  of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  Texas 
had  imposed  upon  me  to  repel  any  invasion  of  that  country  by  a  foreign  power 
whUe  the  treaty  was  under  consideration  by  the  Senate;  and  I  transmitted 
reports  from  the  Secretaries  of  War  and  of  the  Navy,  with  a  copy  of  the  orders 
which  had  been  Issued  from  those  Departments  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  me 
to  execute  that  duty.  In  those  orders  Gleneral  Taylor  was  directed  to  com- 
municate directly  with  the  President  of  Texas  upon  the  subject,  and  Captain 
Ck>nner  was  Instructed  to  communicate  with  the  charge  d'affaires  of  the 
United  States  accredited  to  that  Government.  No  copy  of  any  communication 
which  either  of  those  officers  may  have  made  pursuant  to  those 'orders  have 
yet  been  received  at  the  Departments  from  which  they  emanated. 

John  Tyler, 

Washington,  SUt  May,  1844- 

The  messages  were  read. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  message  received  this  day  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  22d  May  last, 
together  with  the  documents  communicated  therewith,  be  printed;  that  the 
Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  therefrom,  and  that  twenty  thousand  copies 
thereof  be  furnished  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McDuffie  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding 
thereto  to  following :  Together  with  all  other  communication  from 
the  Executive  to  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  the  treaty  with  Texasy 
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cmd  the  documents  dccompcmying  said  communications^  whdoh  fiave 

not  been  heretofore  puhlished^ 

{ Yeas  14 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  v-^^yg  32 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Buchanan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton,  Haywood, 
Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Seiuple,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  White,  Wood- 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Barrow,  Bates^  Bayard,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Choate,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Francis,  Hanne^n, 
Henderson,  Huntington,  Jama^n,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Memck, 
Miller,  Morehead,  Niles,  Phelps,  Porter,  Rives,  Simmons,  Tallmadge, 
Tappan,  Upham,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  rejected. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution, 

{Yeas  26 

Navs  17 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Buchanan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one- fifth  of  the  Senators  present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton,  Choate, 
Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Francis,  Himtington,  Jamagin,  Johnson, 
Mangum,Merrick,  Miller,  Morehead,  Niles,  Phelps,  Porter,  Simmons, 
Tappan,  White,  Woodbriclge,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Archer,  Berrien,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt^  Fulton,  Hane- 
gan,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Rives,  Semple,  Seview, 
Sturgeon,  Tallmadge,  Woodbury. 

So  the  resolution  submitted  bv  Mr.  Benton  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bayard  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  of  the  24th  May  for  lithographing  the  map  of 
Texas  received  from  the  Department  of  State  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
rescinded;  and  that  the  map  be  returned  to  the  Department  of  State  for  cor- 
rection. 

Monday,  June  3, 1844. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  Steves: 

I  transmit  herewith  to  the*  Senate  a  copy  of  a  letter,  dated  the  25th  of  August, 
1829,  addressed  by  Mr.  Van  Buren,  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Poinsett,  envoy 
extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  to  Mexico,  wlilch 
letter  contains,  It  is  presumed,  the  instructions  a  copy  of  which  was  requested  by 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  28th  ult.  In  executive  session. 

John  Tyler. 

Washington,  l8t  June,  I844, 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  28th  ult  upon  the  subject  of 
a  "private  letter"  quoted  in  the  Instruction  from  the  late  Mr.  Upshur  to  the 
charge  d'affaires  of  the  United  States  in  Texas,  dated  the  8th  of  August  last,  I 
transmit  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  the  resolution  was 
referred. 

John  Ttleb. 

Washington,  9d  June,  1844, 
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Saturday,  June  8, 1844. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Woodbury, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  treaty  of  annexation  con- 
cluded between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Republic  of 
Texas  at  Washington  the  12th  day  of  April,  1844. 

Mr.  Rives  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  Texas  be  ordered  to  Ue  on  the 
table,  and  that  the  President  be  advised  to  cause  an  additional  article  to  he 
negotiated,  extending  tlie  period  within  which  the  treaty  is  to  be  ratified  and 
the  ratifications  exchanged,  so  as  to  give  further  time  for  a  full  and  deUberate 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject,  and 
also  for  a  reasonable  and  amicable  effort  to  obtain  ,the  concurrence  of  Mexico 
in  a  conventional  arrangement  for  ascertaining  and  establishing  the  boundaries 
which  separate  her  adjacent  territories,  to  the  west  and  the  north,  from  those 
of  Texas. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Tallmadge  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding 
the  following: 

Resolved,  That  in  adjust inff  such  boundaries  the  President  he  advised  to  en- 
deavor to  obtain  the  assent  of  Mexico  to  the  cession  of  the  territory  lying  west 
of  Texas,  and  north  of  the  thirty-seventh  degree  of  north  latitude,  and  extending 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  upon  such  terms  as  shall  be  consistent  with  the  honor  afid 
dignity  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States,  and  the  friendly  relations  subsisting 
hetv>een  the  two  Oovemmenis. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Woodbridge, 

Ordered,  That  the  resolution,  with  the  proposed  amendment,  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Henderson  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

1.  Resolved,  That  to  accomplish  the  annexation  of  Texas,  as  proposed  by  tlie 
pending  treaty,  is  less  consonant  with  the  spirit  and  genius  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  Texas,  respectively,  than  if  more  directly  deferred  to 
the  popular  or  representative  will  to  attain  the  object 

2.  Resolved,  That  such  annexation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  would  be 
properly  achieved  by  an  act  of  Congress  admitting  the  people  of  Texas  with  an 
assigned  territorial  boundary  as  a  new  State  into  the  ITnion,  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  the  other  States;  >\ith  the  right  of  property  to  be  retained  by  such 
new  State  in  all  the  public  lands  now  comprised  in  the  territorial  domain  of 
Texas,  subjecting  such  territory  as  might  lie  without  the  State  of  Texas  to  the 
civil  and  political  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

3.  Resolved,  That  as  part  of  said  act  of  union  and  in  form  of  stipulation  to 
be  acceded  to  by  the  people  of  Texas,  a  boundary  of  limits  should  be  fixed  and 
agreed   on,  beyond    which   the   Institution   of   slavery   should   not   extend. 

4.  Resolved,  That  by  su^h  act  of  annexation  the  people  and  State  of  Texas 
should  continue  responsible  for  the  subsisting  debt  of  Texas,  and  for  the  se- 
curity and  discharge  thereof  her  public  lands  should  be  first  pledged ;  and  that 
all  private  titles  and  claims  to  land  within  the  present  territory  of  Texas  should 
be  adjusted  and  decided  on  by  the  tribunals  of  the  State  of  Texas. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Woodbridge, 
Ordered,  That  these  resolutions  lie  on  the  table. 

No  amendment  having  been  proposed  to  the  treaty,  it  was  reported 
to  the  Senate. 
Mr.  Walker  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  of  annexation  concluded  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Republic  of  Texas,  at  Washington, 
the  12th  day  of  April,  1844. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution. 
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On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jjavs  85 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messers.  Atchinson,  Bagby,  Breese,  Buchanan,  Colquitt,  Fulton, 
Haywood,  Henderson,  Huger,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Semple,  Sevier, 
Sturgeon,  Walker,  Woodbury. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messers.  Allen,  Archer,  Atnerton,  Barrow,  Bates,  Bayard,  Benton, 
Berrien,  Choate,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Fos- 
ter, Francis,  Huntington,  Jamagin,  Johnson,  Mangum,  Merrick, 
Miller,  Morehead,  Niles,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Porter,  Rives,  Simmons, 
Tallmadge,  Tappan,  Upham,  White,  Woodbridge,  Wright. 

So,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  not  having  voted  in  the 
affirmative,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
the  treaty  of  annexation  concluded  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Republic  of  Texas,  at  Washington,  the  12th  day  of  April,  1844. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden  that  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  re- 
moved from  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  treaty  of  annex- 
ation with  Texas, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier  to  amend  the  same  by  adding  thereto  the 
following  words:  And  from  all  communications  received  from,  the 
Executive  upon  the  subject^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  of  Mr.  Crittenden, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
So  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senate  on  the  treaty  of  annexation  with  Texas. 

Mr.  Benton  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  have  the  superficial  content  of 
Texas  calculated  on  the  map  furnished  by  the  Topographical  Bureau,  so  as 
to  show — 

1.  The  whole  extent,  In  square  miles  and  In  acres,  of  the  Republic  of  Texas, 
as  bounded  on  said  map. 

2.  The  number  of  square  miles  and  acres  In  Texas,  as  bounded  by  the  middle 
of  the  prairie  west  of  the  Nueces  and  along  the  highlands  and  mountain  heights 
at  the  heads  of  the  Red  River  and  Arkansas  to  north  latitude  forty-two. 

3.  The  number  of  square  miles  and  acres  In  each  of  the  four  following  di- 
visions of  Texas,  as  last  bounded:  First,  the  oblong  square  (nearly)  which 
lies  above  the  Arkansas,  assuming  It  to  be  in  thirty-eight  degrees  of  north 
latitude  and  south  of  forty-two;  second,  the  square  (nearly)  which  lies  between 
the  Red  River  and  the  Arkansas,  assuming  the — to  be  along  the  thirty-eighth 
and  the — along  the  thirty-fourth  degree  of  north  latitude;  third,  the  triangle 
(nearly)  which  lies  below  thirty-four  degrees  and  west  of  the  prolongation 
south  of  the  east  line  of  the  above-mentioned  square;  fourth,  the  square 
(nearly)  which  lies  east  of  that  prolonged  line.  And  have  all  the  said  quan- 
tities marked  on  the  map. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  reso- 
lution, and  agreed  thereto. 
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CONVENTION  BETWEEN  THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  PBTTSSIA,  TO- 
GETHEB  WITH  CEBTAIN  OTHEB  GEBMAN  STATES,  FOB  THB 
HUTXTAIi  EXTBADITION  OF  CBIMINALS,  SIGNED  AT  BEBUN^ 
JANUABY  29,  1845. 

Thursday,  December  18,  1845. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary : 

[Ck>nfldentlal.] 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  herewith  coninninlcate  to  the  Senate,  for  Its  consideration,  a  convention  con- 
cinded  and  signed  at  Berlin  on  the  29th  day  of  January,  1845,  between  the 
United  States  and  Prussia,  together  with  certain  other  German  States,  for  the 
mutual  extradition  of  fugitives  from  justice  in  certain  cases;  and  I  communicate 
with  the  convention  the  correspondence  necessar>'  to  explain  it. 

In  submitting  this  convention  to  the  Senate,  I  deem  it  proper  to  call  their  at- 
tention to  the  third  article,  by  which  it  is  stipulated  that  "  none  of  the  contract- 
ing parties  shall  be  bound  to  deliver  up  its  own  citizens  or  subjects  under  the 
stipulations  of  this  convention." 

No  such  reservation  is  to  be  found  in  our  treaties  of  extradition  with  Great 
Britain  and  France,  the  only  two  nations  with  whom  we  have  concluded  such 
treaties.  These  provide  for  the  surrender  of  all  persons  who  are  fugitives  from 
justice  without  regard  to  the  country  to  which  they  may  belong.  Under  this, 
article  if  German  subjects  of  any  of  the  parties  to  the  convention  should  com- 
mit crimes  within  the  United  States  and  fly  back  to  their  native  country  from 
justice  they  would  not  be  surrendered.  This  is  clear  in  regard  to  all  such  Ger- 
mans as  shall  not  have  been  naturalized  under  our  laws.  But  even  after  nat- 
uralization diflicult  and  embarrassing  questions  might  arise  between  the  parties. 
These  German  i)owers,  holding  the  doctrine  of  perpetual  allegiance,  might  re- 
fuse to  surrender  German  naturalized  citizens,  whilst  we  must  ever  maintain 
the  principle  that  the  rights  and  duties  of  such  citizens  are  the  same  as  if  the^ 
had  been  born  in  the  United  States. 

I  would  also  observe  that  the  4th  article  of  the  treaty  submitted  contains  a 
provision  not  to  be  found  in  our  conventions  with  Great  Britain  and  France. 

James  K.  Polk. 
Washington,  December  16,  J 845, 

The  messages  were  read.    ♦     ♦     * 

The  convention  for  the  mutual  delivery  of  criminals  fugitive  from 
justice  in  certain  cases,. concluded  between  the  United  States,  on  the 
one  part,  and  Prussia  and  the  other  states  of  the  Germanic  Confedera- 
tion, on  the  other  part,  at  Berlin,  the  29th  January,  1845,  was  read 
the  first  and  second  times,  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  convention,  with  the  message  and  documents,  be  referred 
to  the  CJommittee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

Tuesday,  December  22, 1846. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  conventions  and  treaty,  not  heretofore  defini- 
tively acted  upon  by  the  Senate,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela* 
tlons  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate :    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

Convention  for  the  mutual  delivery  of  criminals,  fugitives  from  justice,  in 
certain  cases,  concluded  between  the  United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and 
Prussia  and  other  States  of  the  Germanic  Confederation,  on  the  other  part, 
concluded  the  2dth  day  of  January,  1845;     ♦     ♦     ♦ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


122  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

Monday,  Januarf  3,  1848. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  convention  and  treaty,  not  heretofore  definitely 
acted  upon  by  the  Senate,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  eRlations 
and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate : 

Convention  for  the  mutual  delivery  of  criminals  fugitive  from  justice  In  cer- 
tain cases,  concluded  between  the  United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and  Prussia 
and  other  states  of  the  (Germanic  Confederation,  on  the  other  part,  concluded 
the  29th  day  of  January,  1845. 

Wednesday,  February  16, 1848. 

Mr.  Sevier,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  3d  January  last,  the  convention  for  the  mutual 
delivery  of  criminals,  fugitive  from  justice  in  certain  cases,  concluded 
between  the  United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and  Prussia  and  other 
states  of  the  Germanic  Confederation,  on  the  other  part,  at  Berlin, 
the  29th  January,  1845,  reported  the  same  with  an  amendment;  which 
was  read. 

Wednesday,  June  21.  1848, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mangum, 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  proceeded  to  consider 
the  convention  for  the  mutual  delivery  of  criminals,  fugitive  from 
justice,  in  certain  cases,  concluded  between  the  United  States  on  the 
one  part,  and  Prussia  and  the  other  states  of  the  Germanic  Con- 
federation on  the  other  part,  at  Berlin,  the  29th  January,  1845,  to- 
gether with  the  amendment  reported  thereto,  to  wit : 

Article  6.  Strike  out  the  word  "  fifteen  "  and  insert  forty-four. 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  the  word  "  fifteen  "  stand  as  part  of 
the  sixth  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  nays  38. 

Tliose  who  voted  are, 

M(\ssrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Borland,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Corwin,  Davis 
of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Felch,  Foote, 
Greene,  Hale,  Hamlin,  Houston,  ftohnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of 
Louisiana,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Niles,  Busk,  Sebastian,  Spru- 
ance,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Upham,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

So  the  word  "  fifteen  "  was  stricken  out  of  the  6th  article. 

The  question  was  then  stated.  Shall  the  word  Forty-four  stand  as 
part  of  the  sixth  article  in  lieu  of  the  word  "  fifteen  "  ? 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  yeas  31. 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Atherton,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Borland,  Brad- 
bury, Breese,  Calhoun,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of 
Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Felch,  Fitzgerald,  Greene,  Hamlin, 
Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Lewis,  Mangum, 
Mason,  Miller,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Spruance,  Tumey,  Under- 
wood, Upham. 

So  the  amendment  was  adopted ;  and  no  further  amendment  being 
made,  the  convention  as  amended  was  reported  to  the  Senate  and  the 
amendment  was  unanimously  concurred  in. 
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Mr.  Mangum  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Reiolvcd  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  conw^nr  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  for  the  mutual  deUvery 
of  criminals,  fugitive  from  Justice,  In  certain  cases,  concluded  between  the 
United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and  Prussia  and  other  states  of  the  Germanic 
CJonfederatlon,  on  the  other  part,  at  Berlin,  the  29th  January,  1845,  with  the 
following  amendment : 

Article  6.  Strike  out  the  word  "  fifteen,"  and  Insert  forty-four. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and  on  the  question  to  agree  tiiereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  yeas  36. 

Those  who  voted  are  Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Badger,  Baldwin, 
BeD,  Berrien,  Borland,  Bradbury,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Corwin, 
Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs, 
Felchy  Greene,  Hamlin,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of 
Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Geor^a,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Niles, 
Rusk.  Sebastian,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Upham. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

*  ****** 

Frtoay,  July  28,  1848. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  have  reeelveil  from  the  Senate  the  *'  convention  for  the  mutual  delivery  of 
criminals,  fugitives  from  justice,  in  certain  cases,  concluded  on  the  29th  of  Jan- 
uary, 1845,  between  the  United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and  Prussia  and  other 
states  of  the  German  Confederation,  on  the  other  part,"  with  a  copy  of  their 
resolution  of  the  21st  of  June  last,  advising  and  consenting  to  its  ratillcatlon, 
with  an  amendment  extending  the  period  for  the  exchange  of  ratifications  until 
the  28th  of  September,  1848. 

I  have  taken  this  subject  into  Kerlous  and  deliberate  consideration,  and 
regi*et  that  I  can  not  ratify  this  convention,  in  conformity  with  the  advice  of 
the  Senate,  without  Wolatlng  my  convictions  of  duty.  Having  arrived  at  this 
conclusion,  I  deem  it  proper  and  respectful,  considering  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  present  case  and  the  intimate  relations  which  the  Constitution 
has  established  between  the  President  and  Senate,  to  make  known  to  you  the 
reasons  which  influent  e  me  to  come  to  tills  determination. 

On  the  16th  of  December,  1845,  I  conununicated  this  convention  to  the 
Senate  for  its  consideration,  at  the  same  time  stating  my  objections  to  the 
third  article.  I  deemed  this  to  be  a  more  proper  and  respectful  course  toward 
the  Senate,  as  well  as  toward  Prussia  and  the  other  parties  to  it,  than  if  I  had 
withheld  it  and  disapproved  It  altogether.  Had  the  Senate  concurred  with  me 
in  opinion  and  rejected  the  third  article,  then  the  convention  thus  amended 
would  have  conformed  to  our  treaties  of  extradition  with  Great  Britain  and 
France. 

But  the  Senate  did  not  act  upon  it  within  the  period  limited  for  the  exchange 
of  ratifications.  From  this  I  concluded  tliat  they  had  concurred  with  me  In 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  third  article  and  had,  for  this  and  other  reasons, 
deemed  it  proper  to  take  po  proceedings  upon  the  convention.  After  this  date, 
therefore,  I  considered  the  affair  as  terminated. 

Upon  the  presumption  that  this  was  the  fact,  new  negotiations  upon  the 
subject  were  commenced,  and  several  conferences  were  held  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Prussian  minister.  These  resulted  in  a  protocol 
signed  at  the  Department  of  State  on  the  27th  of  April,  1847,  in  which  the 
Secretary  proposed  either  that  the  two  Governments  might  agree  to  extend 
the  time  for  the  exchange  of  ratifications  and  thus  revive  the  convention,  pro- 
vided the  Prussian  Government  would  previously  intimate  its  consent  to  the 
omission  of  the  third  article,  or  he  "  expressed  his  willingness  immediately  to 
conclude  with  Mr.  Gerolt  a  new  convention,  If  he  possessed  the  requisite  powers 
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} 
from  his  Government,  embracing  all  the  provisions  contained  in  that  of  the- 
29th  January,  1845,  with  the  exception  of  the  third  article.  To  this  Mr. 
Gerolt  observed  that  he  had  no  powers  to  conclude  such  a  convention,  but 
would  submit  the  propositions  of  Mr.  Buchanan  to  the  Prussian  Government 
for  further  Instructions." 

Mr.  Gerolt  has  never  yet  communicated  in  writing  to  the  Department  of 
State  the  answer  of  his  Government  to  these  proiwsltions ;  but  the  Secretary 
of  State,  a  few  months  after  the  date  of  the  protocol,  learned  from  him,  in  con- 
versation, that  they  insisted  upon  the  third  article  of  the  convention  as  a  sine- 
qua  non.  Thus  the  second  negotiation  had  finally  terminated  by  a  disagree- 
ment between  the  parties,  when  more  than  a  year  afterwards*,  on  the  21st 
June,  1848,  the  Senate  took  the  original  convention  into  consideration  and 
ratified  it,  retaining  the  third  article. 

After  the  second  negotiation  with  the  Prussian  Government,  in  which  the- 
objections  to  the  third  article  were  stated,  as  they  had  been  previously  in  my 
message  of  the  10th  December,  1845,  a  strong  additional  difficulty  was  interposed 
to  the  ratification  of  the  convention ;  but  I  might  overcome  this  difficulty  if  my 
objections  to  the  third  article  had  not  gi'own  stronger  by  further  reflection. 
For  a  statement  of  them  in  detail  I  refer  you  to  the  accompanying  memorandum^ 
prepared  by  the  Secretary  of  State  by  my  direction. 

I  can  not  believe  that  the  sovereign  States  of  tliis  Union,  whose  adminlstratioa 
of  justice  would  be  almost  exclusively  affected  by  such  a  convention,  will  ever 
be  satisfied  with  a  treaty  of  extradition  under  which  if  a  German  subject  should 
commit  murder  or  any  other  high  crime  in  New  York  or  New  Orleans,  and  could 
succeed  in  e.scaping  to  his  own  country,  he  would  thereby  be  protected  from  trial 
and  punishment  under  the  jurisdiction  of  our  State  laws  which  he  had  violated. 
It  is  true,  as  has  been  stated,  that  the  German  states,  acting  upon  a  principle 
springing  from  the  doctrine  of  peri)etual  allegiance,  still  assert  the  jurisdiction 
of  ti-ying  and  punishing  their  subjects  for  crimes  committed  in  tlie  United  States 
or  any  other  portion  of  the  world.  It  must,  however,  be  manifest  that  in- 
dividuals throughout  our  extended  country  would  rarely.  If  ever,  follow  ciimlnals 
to  Germany,  with  the  necessary  testimony,  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting  them 
to  conviction  before  German  courts  for  crimes  committed  in  the  United  States. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  of  the  several  States,  would  render  it  impossible  that  crimes  committed  by 
our  citizens  in  Germany  could  be  tried  and  punished  in  any  portion  of  this 
Union. 

But  if  no  other  reason  existed  for  withholding  my  ratification  from  this 
treaty,  the  great  change  which  has  recently  occurred  in  the  organization  of  tiie 
Government  of  the  German  states  would  be  suflftclent.  By  the  last  adviees  we 
learn  that  the  German  Parliament,  at  Frankfort,  have  already  established  a 
federal  provisional  executive  for  all  the  states  of  Germany ;  and  have  elected  the 
Archduke  John  of  Austria  to  be  "  Administrator  of  the  Empire."  One  of  the 
attributes  of  this  executive  Is  "  to  represent  the  Confederation  in  Its  relations 
with  foreign  nations,  and  to  appoint  diplomatic  agents,  ministers,  and  consuls." 
Indeed,  our  minister  at  Berlin  has  already  suggesetd  the  propriety  of  his 
transfer  to  Frankfort.  In  case  this  convention  with  nineteen  of  the  thirty-nine 
German  states  should  be  ratified,  this  could  amount  to  nothing  more  than  a 
proposition  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  and  President  to  these  nineteen  states  wha 
were  originally  parties  to  the  convention  to  negotiate  anew  on  the  subject  of 
extradition.  In  the  meantime  a  central  German  Government  has  been  pro- 
visionally established,  which  extinguishes  the  right  of  these  separate  parties  to 
enter  Into  negotiations  with  foreign  Governments  on  subjects  of  several  Interest 
to  the  whole. 

Admitting  such  a  treaty  as  that  which  has  been  ratified  by  the  Senate  to  be 
desirable,  the  obvious  course  would  now  be  to  negotiate  with  the  General 
Government  of  Germany.  A  treaty  concluded  with  It  would  embrace  all  the 
thirty-nine  states  of  Germany,  and  Its  authority  being  coextensive  with  the 
Empire,  fugitives  from  justice  found  in  any  of  these  states  would  be  sur- 
rendered upon  the  requisition  of  our  minister  at  Frankfort.  This  would  be 
more  convenient  and  effectual  than  to  address  such  separate  requisitions  te 
each  of  the  nineteen  German  states  with  which  the  convention  was  concluded. 

I  communicate  herewith,  for  the  Information  of  the  Senate,  copies  of  a  dis- 
patch from  our  minister  at  Berlin,  and  a  communication  from  our  consul  at 

Darmstadt.  _  ^ 

James  K.  Polk. 

Washington,  July  28,  ISJ^S. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Haimegan, 

Ordered,  That  tiie  message  relating  to  the  convention  for  the  mutual  delivery 
of  criminals,  fugitives  from  justice,  In  certain  cases,  concluded  on  the  29th  of 
January,  1845,  between  the  United  States,  on  the  one  part,  and  Prussia  and 
other  states  of  the  Germanic  Confederation,  on  the  other  part,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  that  the  same,  together  ^vlth  the  docu- 
ments c*ommunicate<l  therewith,  be  printed  In  confidence  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 

CONVENTION  WITH  HESSE  FOB  THE  MTTTUAL  ABOLITION  OF  THE 
DBOIT  D'ATTBAINE,  AND  DUTIES  ON  EMIGRATION,  CONCLXTDED 
MAY  2,  1846. 

Thursday,  June  11, 1846. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary :     *     *     ♦ 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  herewith  communicate  to  the  Senate  for  its  consideration  a  convention 
signed  on  the  2d  day  of  May,  1846,  by  the  minister  of  the  United  States  at 
Berlin,  with  the  plenipotentiary  of  Hess<?-Oassel,  for  the  mutual  abolition  of 
the  droit  d'aubalne  and  duties  on  emigration  between  that  German  state  and 
the  United  States.  And  I  communicate,  with  the  convention,  an  explanatory 
dispatch  of  the  minister  of  the  Unlte<l  States,  dated  on  the  same  day  of  the 
present  year,  and  numbered  284. 

James  K.  Polk. 

Washington,  June  fi,  I846. 

The  messages  were  read. 

The  convention  for  the  mutual  abolition  of  the  droit  d'aubaine  and 
duties  on  emigration  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Prince  Electoral  Co-Regent  of  Hesse,  concluded 
at  Berlin  the  2d  day  of  May,  1846,  was  read  for  a  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Alien, 

Ordered,  That  the  convention,  with  the  message  and  document  communicated 
therewith,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  In 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesdat,  June  24, 1846. 

Mr.  McDufBe,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  11th  instant,  the  convention  for  the  mutual 
abolition  of  the  droit  d'aubaine  and  taxes  on  emigration  between  the 
United  States  and  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  Electoral  Co- 
Regent  of  Hesse,  reported. 

Tuesday,  December  22,  1846. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  conventions  and  treaty,  not  heretofore  definitely 
acted  upon  by  the  Senate,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  •.    ♦    ♦    •  . 

Omventlon  for  the  mutual  abolition  of  the  droit  d'aubaine  and  taxes  on  emi- 
gration between  the  United  States  of  America  and  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Prince  Electoral  r^-Regent  of  Hesse  concluded  the  2d  day  of  May,  1846. 
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TBEATY  WITH  QBEAT  BBITAIN,  1846. 

GREAT  BRITAIN,  BOUNDARY  UNE  BETWEEN  THE  BRITISH  POSSESSIONS  AND 

THE  UNITED  STATES. 

[Note. — ^Northwestern  Boundary  Commission,  1857-1861:  The  Northwestern 
Boundary  CJommlsslon  was  appointed  under  act  of  Aug.  11,  1856,  to  unite  with 
similar  officers  to  be  appointed  by  the  British  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  the  boundary  line  between  United  States  and  British  possessions 
west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  in  accordance  with  the  treaty  of  June  15,  1846. 
The  commissioners  having  failed  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  successful  termina- 
tion, the  Treaty  of  Washington,  1871,  took  up  the  matter  and  referred  it  to 
the  Emperor  of  Germany  for  arbitration.    •    ♦    ♦] 

Thursday,  February  21,  1861. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Grlossfcrenner,  his  secretary : 

•  •  *     •  •  *  *  • 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

The  treaty  concluded  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  on  the 
15th  of  June,  1846»  provided  in  its  first  article  that  the  line  of  boundary  be- 
tween the  territories  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  those  of  the  United  States, 
from  the  point  on  the  49th  parallel  of  north  latitude,  up  to  which  it  had  al- 
ready been  ascertained,  should  be  continued  westward  along  the  said  parallel 
"  to  the  middle  of  the  channel  which  separates  the  continent  from  Vancouver's 
Island,  and  thence  southerly  through  the  middle  of  said  channel  and  of 
Fucas'  Straits  to  the  Pacific  Ocean."  When  the  commissioners  appointed 
by  the  two  Governments  to  mark  the  boundary  line  came  to  that  point  of  it 
which  is  required  to  run  southerly  through  the  channel  which  divides  the 
continent  from  Vancouver's  Island  they  differed  entirely  in  their  opinions,  not 
only  concerning  the  true  point  of  deflection  from  the  49th  parallel,  but  also  as 
to  the  channel  intended  to  be  designated  in  the  treaty.  After  a  long,  con- 
tinued, and  very  able  discussion  of  the  subject,  which  produced  no  result, 
they  reported  their  disagreement  to  their  respective  Governments.  Since  that 
time  the  two  Governments,  through  their  ministers  here  and  at  London,  have 
had  a  voluminous  correspondence  on  the  point  in  controversy,  each  sustaining 
the  view  of  its  own  commissioner,  and  neither  yielding  in  any  degree  to  the 
claims  of  the  other.  In  the  mean  time  the  unsettled  condition  of  this  affair 
has  produced  some  serious  local  disturbances,  and  on  one  occasion  at  least  has 
threatened  to  destroy  the  harmonious  relations  existing  between  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States.  The  island  of  San  Juan  will  fall  to  the  United  States 
if  our  consruction  of  the  treaty  be  right,  while  if  the  British  interpretation  be 
adopted  it  will  be  on  their  side  of  the  line.  That  island  is  an  important 
possession  to  this  country  and  valuable  for  agricultural  as  well  as  military 
purposes.  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  ours  by  the  treaty,  fairly  and  impartially 
construed.  But  argument  has  been  exhausted  on  both  sides  without  increas- 
ing the  probability  of  final  adjustmoit.  On  the  contrary,  each  party  seems 
now  to  be  more  convinced  than  at  first  of  the  Justice  of  its  own  demands. 
There  is  but  one  mode  left  of  settling  the  dispute,  and  that  is  by  submitting 
it  to  the  arbitration  of  some  friendly  and  Impartial  power.  Unless  this  be  done 
the  two  countries  are  exposed  to  the  constant  danger  of  a  collision  which 
may  end  in  war. 

It  is  under  these  circumstances  that  the  British  Government,  through  its 
minister  here,  has  proposed  the  reference  of  the  matter  in  controversy  to  the 
King  of  Sweden  and  Norway,  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  or  to  the  Republic 
of  the  Swiss  Confederation.  Before'  accepting  this  proposition  I  have  thought 
it  right  to  take  the  advice  of  the  Senate. 

The  precise  questions  which  I  submit  are  these.  Will  the  Senate  approve  a 
treaty,  referring  to  either  of  the  sovereign  powers  above  named,  the  dispute  now 
existing  between  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  con- 
cerning the  boundary  line  between  Vancouver's  Island  and  the  American 
continent?  In  case  the  referee  shall  find  himself  unable  to  decide  where  the 
line  is  by  the  description  of  It  In  the  treaty  of  15th  June,  1846,  shall  he  be 
authorized  to  establish  a  line  according  to  the  treaty,  as  nearly  as  possible? 
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Which  of  the  three  powers  named  by  Great  Britain  as  an  arbiter  shall  be  chosen 
by  the  United  States? 

All  important  papers  bearing  on  the  questions  are  herewith  communicated 
in  the  originals.  Their  return  to  the  Department  of  State  is  requested  when 
the  Senate  shall  have  disposed  of  the  subject. 

Jambs  Buchanan. 

Washington,  21  Feb'y,  1861. 

LIST  OF  ACCOMPANYING  PAPEBS. 

Mr.  Grampton  to  Mr.  Marcy  (see  bound  volume),  14th  July,  1854. 

Mr.  Marcy  to  Mr.  Grampton,  22d  July,  1854. 

Senate  Executive  Doc.  No.  10,  1st  sess.,  36th  Gongress,  page  4. 

Mr.  Grampton  to  Mr.  Marcy,  18th  July,  1855.    (See  bound  volume.) 

Mr.  Grampton  to  Mr.  Marcy,  9th  Feb*y,  1856.     (See  bound  volume.) 

Mr.  Marcy  to  Mr.  Grampton,  20th  Feb'y,  1856. 

Same  to  Mr.  Dalls,  11th  Aug't,  1856. 

Same  to  same,  8th  Oct'r,  1856. 

Mr.  Dalls  to  Mr.  Marcy,  1st  Jan'y,  1857.     (See  bound  volume). 

Mr.  Gass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  17th  Jan'y,  1859. 

Mr.  Gampbell  to  Mr.  Gass,  20th  Jan*y,  1859. 

Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Gass,  4th  Feb*y,  1859. 

Same  to  same,  26th  Feb'y,  1859. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  12th  May,  1859. 

Lord  John  Russell  to  Lord  Lyons,  24th  Aug't,  1859. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  8d  Sept'r,  1859. 

Same  to  same,  7th  Sept'r,  1859. 

Same  to  same,  9th  Sept'r,  1859. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  22d  Sepfr^  1859. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  24th  Sept'r,  1859. 

Lord  Lyons  to  M^.  Gass,  1st  Gct*r,  1859. 

Same  to  same,  10th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Gass,  14th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Lord  Lyons  to  same,  15th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Mr.  Cass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  20th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Same  to  Lord  Lyons,  22d  Oct*r,  1859. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  24th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  24th  Oct*r,  1859. 

Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Gass,  11th  Nov*r,  1859. 

Lord  John  Russell  to  Lord  Lyons,  29th  Nov'r,  1859. 

Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Cass,  9th  DecV,  1859. 

Lord  John  Russell  to  Ix)rd  Lyons,  16th  Dec*r,  1859. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Mr.  Dallas,  4th  Feb*y,  1860. 

Mr.  DuUas  to  Mr.  Cass,  2d  March,  1860. 

Lord  John  Russell  to  T>ord  Lyons,  9th  March,  1860.    . 

Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Cass,  23d  March,  1860. 

Same  to  same,  11th  May,  1860. 

Lord  Lyons  to  same,  25th  May,  1860. 

Same  to  same,  6th  June,  1860. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Lord  Lyons,  7th  June,  1860. 

Same  to  same,  8th  June,  1860. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  8th  June,  1860. 

Same  to  same,  9th  June,  1860. 

Same  to  same,  14th  June,  1860. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Lord  Lyons,  25th  June,  1860. 

Mr.  Irvine  to  Mr.  Trescot,  17th  Aug't,  1860. 

Mr.  Trescot  to  Mr.  Irvine,  18th  Aug't.  1860. 

Mr.  Gass  to  Lord  Lyons,  8th  Sept'r,  1860. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  15th  Nov'r,  1860! 

Mr.  Cass  to  Lord  Lyons,  26th  Nov'r,  1860. 

Lord  Lyons  to  Mr.  Gass,  10th  DecV,  1860. 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Douglas, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  message,  together  with  the  accompanying  documents, 
be  referred  to  the  CJommlttee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
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Wednesday,  February  27, 1861. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason  to  shut  the  doors  of  the  Senate, 

The  President  directed  the  gallery  to  be  cleared. 

The  gallery  having  been  cleared  and  the  doors  shut, 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Kelations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  21st  inst.,  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  the  boundaries  between  the  United  States  and 
Oreat  Britain,  under  the  treaty  of  the  loth  of  June,  1846,  submitted 
a  report,  accompanied  with  the  following  resolution,  which  was  read : 

Resolvedy  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  boundary  in  dispute  between 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  should  be  referred  to 
the  arbitrament  and  final  award  of  an  umpire  to  be  agreed  on  between  the  two 
Governments ;  that  such  umpire  should,  If  practicable,  determine  said  boundary 
as  the  same  is  prescribed  in  the  treaty  aforesaid ;  or,  if  that  be  not  practicable, 
then  that  he  be  authorized  to  establish  a  boundary  conforming  as  nearly  as 
may  be  to  that  provided  by  said  treaty ;  and  that  of  the  three  powers  referred 
to  in  the  message  of  the  President  the  Senate  would  Indicate  as  such  umpire 
the  Republic  of  the  Swiss  Confederation. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  resolution  be  postponed  to 
to-morrow,  and  that  the  said  resolution,  together  with  the  said  report  and 
the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  be  printed  in  confidence  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  March  13,  1861. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  and  resolution  sub- 
mitted February  27th  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to 
whom  had  been  referred  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  of  the  21st  of  February,  relative  to  the  boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  under  the  treaty  of  the  15th  of 
June,  1846;  and 

On  motion  by  Mr.  CoUamer, 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  lay  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States  a  copy  of  the  said  message  of  the  21st  of  February,  together  with 
the  accompanying  original  documents. 

Saturday,  March  16,  1861. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Nicolay,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate: 

The  Senate  has  transmitted  to  me  a  copy  of  the  message  sent  by  my  prede- 
cessor to  that  body  on  the  21st  day  of  February  last,  proposing  to  take  its 
advice  on  the  subject  of  a  proposition  made  by  the  British  Government  through 
its  minister  here,  to  refer  the  matter  in  controversy  between  that  Government 
and  th  Government  of  the  United  States  to  the  arbitrament  of  the  King  of 
Sweden  and  Norway,  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  or  the  Republic  of  the  Swiss 
Confederation. 

In  that  message  my  predecessor  stated  that  he  wished  to  submit  to  the 
Senate  the  precise  questions  following,  namely: 

"  Will  the  Senate  approve  a  treaty  referring  to  either  of  the  sovereign  powers 
above  named  the  dispute  now  existing  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  boundary  line  between  Van- 
couver's Island  and  the  American  continent?  In  case  the  referee  shall  find 
himself  unable  to  decide  where  the  line  is  by  the  description  of  it  in  the 
treaty  of  15th  June,  1846,  shall  he  be  authorized  to  establish  a  line  according 
to  the  treaty  as  nearly  as  possible?  Which  of  the  three  powers  named  by 
Great  Britain  as  an  arbiter  shall  be  chosen  by  the  United  States?  " 
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I  find  no  reason  to  dlsaj^rove  of  the  course  of  my  predecessor  In  this  Im- 
portant matter,  but,  on  the  contrary,  I  not  only  shall  receive  the  advice  of  the 
Senate  therein  cheerfully,  but  I  respectfully  ask  the  Senate  for  their  advice  on 
the  two  questions  before  recited. 

Abbahah  Lincoln. 

Washington,  16th  March,  1861, 

The  messages  were  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  President  submitting  for  the  advice  of  the 
Senate  questions  relative  to  the  settlement  of  the  boundary  under  the  treaty 
with  Great  Britain  of  the  15th  of  June,  1846,  together  with  the  accompanying 
documents,  be  referred  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Tuesday,  March  19,  1861. 

Mr.  Sumner,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Belations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  16th  inst,  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  submitting,  for  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  questions  relative  to 
tJie  settlement  of  the  boundary  under  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain 
of  the  15th  of  June,  1846,  submitted  a  report  with  the  following 
resolution : 

Resolved,  That  in  pursuance  of  the  message  of  the  President*  of  the  16th 
inst.,  the  Senate  advises  a  reference  of  the  existing  dispute  between  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  concerning 
the  boundary  line  which  separates  Vancouver's  Island  and  the  American 
continent,  to  the  arbitration  of  a  friendly  power,  with  authority  to  determine 
the  line  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  the  16th  of  June,  1846,  but 
without  authority  to  establish  any  line  but  that  provided  for  in  the  treaty. 
That  of  the  three  powers  named  by  Great  Britain,  the  Senate  advises  that  the 
RepubUc  of  Switzerland  be  chosen  by  the  United  States  as  arbiter. 

Fmdat,  March  22, 1861. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Lane, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him, 
the  19th  inst.,  relative  to  the  settlement  of  the  boundary  question 
under  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  of  the  15th  of  June,  1846. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Nesmith  to  postpone  further  consideration  of 
the  said  resolution  to  the  second  Monday  of  December  next,  and  that 
the  original  documents  accompanying  the  President's  message  of  the 
16th  inst.  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Wilkinson, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  March  27, 1861. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Collamer, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  Mr.  Sumner,  the  19th  inst.,  advising  a  reference  of  the  existing 
dispute  between  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  concerning  the  boundary  line  at  Puget's  Sound,  to  the  arbi- 
tration of  the  Republic  of  Switzerland. 

After  debate 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  resolution  be  postponed 
to  the  2d  Monday  of  December  next. 

121334— S.  Doc.  26.  66-1 9 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


130  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

TREATY  WITH  MEXICO,  1848. 

[Amended  by  Senate.] 

Tuesday,  February  29, 1848. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary  : 

[Confidential.] 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  compliance  with  tlie  resolution  of  the  Senate,  passed  In  "executive  ses- 
sion "  on  yesterday,  requesting  the  President  "  to  communicate  to  the  Senate 
in  confidence  the  entire  correspondence  between  Mr.  Trist  and  the  Mexican 
commissioners,  from  the  time  of  his  arrival  in  Mexico  until  the  time  of  the 
negotiation  of  the  treaty  submitted  to  the  Senate ;  and  also  the  entire  corre- 
spondence between  Mr.  Trist  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  relation  to  his 
negotiations  with  the  Mexican  commissioners;  also,  all  the  correspondence  be- 
tween Gen.  Scott  and  the  Government,  and  between  Gen.  Scott  and  Mr.  Trist, 
since  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Trist  in  Mexico,  which  may  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government,"  I  transmit  herewith  the  correspondence  called  for.  These  docu- 
ments are  very  voluminous,  and  presuming  that  the  Senate  desired  them  In 
reference  to  early  action  on  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  that  body  by  my  message  of  the  22d  instant,  the  originals  of 
several  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Trist  are  herewith  communicated,  in  order  to  save 
the  time  which  would  necessarily  be  required  to  make  copies  of  them.  These 
original  letters  It  Is  requested  may  be  returned  when  the  Senate  shall  have  no 
further  use  for  them. 

The  letters  of  Mr.  Trist  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  especially  such  of 
them  as  bear  date  subsequent  to  the  receipt  by  him  of  his  letter  of  recall  as 
commissioner,  it  will  be  perceived,  contain  much  matter  that  Is  Impertinent, 
irrelevant,  and  highly  exceptionable.  Four  of  these  letters,  bearing  date,  re- 
spectively, the  29th  December,  1847,  January  12,  January  22,  and  January  25, 
1848,  have  been  received  since  the  treaty  was  submitted  to  the  Senate.  In  the 
latter,  it  is  stated  that  the  Mexican  commissioners  who  signed  the  treaty  de- 
rived "  their  full  powers  bearing  date  on  the  30th  December,  1847,  from  the 
President  ad  Interim  of  the  Republic  (Gen.  Anaya),  constitutionally  elected  to 
that  office  in  November  by  the  sovereign  constituent  Congress  "  of  Mexico.  It 
is  impossible  that  I  can  approve  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Trist  is  disobeying  the 
positive  orders  of  his  Government,  contained  In  the  letter  recalling  him,  or 
do  otherwise  than  condemn  much  of  tlie  matter  with  which  he  has  chosen  to 
encumber  his  voluminous  correspondence.  Though  all  of  his  acts,  since  his 
recall,  might  have  been  disavowed  by  his  Government,  yet  Mexico  can  take 
no  such  exception.  The  treaty  which  the  Mexican  commissioners  have  negoti- 
ated with  him,  with  a  full  knowledge  on  their  part  that  he  had  been  recalled 
from  his  mission.  Is  binding  on  Mexico. 

Looking  at  the  actual  condition  of  Mexico,  and  believing  that  If  the  present 
treaty  be  rejected  the  war  will  probably  be  continued,  at  great  expense  of  life 
and  treasure,  for  an  indefinite  period;  and  considering  that  the  terms,  with 
the  exceptions  mentioned  In  my  message  of  the  22d  Instant,  conformed  sub- 
stantially, so  far  as  relates  to  the  main  question  of  boundary,  to  those 
authorized  by  me  In  April  last,  I  considered  it  to  be  my  solemn  duty  to  the 
countrjs  uninfluenced  by  the  exceptionable  conduct  of  Mr.  Trist,  to  submit  the 
treaty  to  the  Senate,  with  a  recommendation  that  it  be  ratified  with  the 
modifications  suggested. 

Nothing  contained  in  the  letters  received  from  Mr.  Trist  since  it  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Senate  has  changed  my  opinion  on  the  subject. 

The  resolution  also  calls  for  *'  all  the  correspondence  between  General  Scott 
and  the  Government  since  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Trist  in  Mexico."  A  portion  of  that 
correspondence,  relating  to  Mr.  Trist  and  his  mission,  accompanies  this  com- 
munication. The  remainder  of  the  "correspondence  between  General  Scott 
and  the  Government "  relates  mainly  if  not  exclusively  to  military  operations. 
A  part  of  it  was  communicated  to  Ck>ngress  with  my  annual  message,  and  the 
whole  of  it  will  be  sent  to  the  Senate  if  it  shall  be  desired  by  that  body. 
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As  coming  within  the  purview  of  the  resolution,  I  also  communicate  copies 
of  the  letters  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  Major  General  Butler  in  reference  to 
Mr.  Trist's  remaining  at  the  headquarters  of  the  Army  in  the  assumed  exercise 
of  his  powers  of  commissioner. 

James  K.  Polk. 

Washington,  February  29 ,  1848, 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Houston, 

Ordered^  That  the  message  and  documents  communicated  therewith  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  Mr. 
Webster  the  28th  instant;  and  after  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  March  1,  1848. 

The  ti'eaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between  the 
United  States  ox  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at 
Guadaloupe  Hidalgo  on  the  2d  day  of  February,  in  the  year  1848, 
was  read  the  second  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  withdraw  from  the  printer  the  message  and  docu- 
ments which  were,  on  the  29th  February,  ordered  to  be  printed  In  confidence  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Badger, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  reconsider  the  order  for  the  printing  of 
the  message  and  documents  received  on  the  29th  February  j  and 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
Ordered,  That  the  message  with  the  accompanying  documents, 
except  those  received  from  Nathaniel  P.  Trist,  be  printed  in  confi- 
dence for  the  .use  of  the  Senate;  and  that  the  latter  be  referred  to 
tlie  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Mr.  Houston  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  reporter  of  the  Senate  be  sworn  to  preserve  Inviolable 
secrecy  regarding  the  proceedings  and  debates  of  the  Senate,  while  the  subject 
of  the  treaty  with  Mexico  shall  be  under  consideration  In  executive  session; 
and  that  he  be  admitted  Into  the  Senate  Chamber  during  the  discussion  of  that 
subject  with  a  view  to  report  the  debates  under  the  Injunction  of  secrecy,  and 
subject  to  the  future  order  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  Mr.  Webster,  the  28th  instant ;  and,  after  debate, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  March  2,  1848. 

Mr.  Mangum,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  1st  instant,  the  correspondence  from  Nathaniel 
P.  Trist,  received  with  the  message  of  the  29th  February,  reported 
that  the  letter  from  N.  P.  Trist,  of  the  25th  January,  1848,  alone, 
be  printed;  but  that  the  committee  had  examined  all  the  letters  and 
marked  such  parts,  as,  in  their  opinion,  should  be  omitted  in  any 
order  to  print  those  letters. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Webster, 

Ordered,  That  the  correspondence  of  Nathaniel  P.  Trist,  with  the  exception 
of  such  parts  as  have  been  marked  for  omission  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  be  printed  In  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  Mr.  Webster,  the  28th  instant;  and, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mangum, 

Ordered,  That  It  lie  on  the  table. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Houston, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution,  submitted  the 
1st  instant,  to  admit  the  reporter  of  debates  in  executive  session; 
and. 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 
It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between 
the  United  States  ox  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
To  strike  out  the  tenth  article  of  the  treaty,  a  debate  ensued. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Miller, 
That  the  Senate  adjourn, 

{Yeas  15 

Navs  30 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Benton,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Greene,  Mangum,  Miller, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Baldwin,  Bradbury, 
Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Cass,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix, 
Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hannegan,  Houston,  Hunter,  John- 
son of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles, 
Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Yulee. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Sevier  to  strike  out 
the  tenth  article  of  the  treaty, 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

To  divide  the  question,  by  striking  out  from  the  tenth  article  the 
words  from  "  but^'  to  "  void,"  inclusive : 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
tenth  article? "  to  wit: 

But  the  grantees  of  lands  in  Texas,  put  In  possession  thereof,  who,  by  reason 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  country  since  the  beginning  of  the  troubles  between 
Texas  and  the  Mexican  government,  may  have  been  prevented  from  fulfllling  all 
the  conditions  of  their  grants,  shall  be  under  the  obligation  to  fulfill  the  said 
conditions  within  the  periods  limited  In  the  same  respectively;  such  periods  to 
be  now  counted  from  the  date  of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  this  treaty ; 
in  default  of  which  the  said  grants  shall  not  be  obligatory  upon  the  State  of 
Texas,  in  virtue  of  the  stipulations  contained  In  this  article. 

The  foregoing  stipulation  in  regard  to  grantees  of  land  in  Texas  is  extended 
to  all  grantees  of  land  in  the  territories  aforesaid  elsewhere  than  in  Texas,  put 
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in  possession  under  sach  grants;  and,  in  default  of  the  fulfillment  of  the  con- 
ditions of  any  such  grant  Tivlthin  the  new  period,  which,  as  is  above  stipulated, 
begins  with  the  day  of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  the  same  shall 
be  null  and  void. 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^nays  48. 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton, 
Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke, 
Clayix)n,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mis- 
sissippi, Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas.  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene, 
Hale,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  oi  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Georgia, 
Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce,  Rusk,  Sevier, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Mangum,  further  to  divide  the  question  by 
striking  out  the  last  sentence  of  the  tenth  article ; 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
tenth  article? "  to  wit: 

The  Mexican  GoTemment  declares  that  no  grant  whatever  of  lands  in  Texas 
has  been  made  since  the  second  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
thirty-six,  and  that  no  grant  whatever  of  lands  in  any  of  the  territories  afore- 
said has  been  made  since  the  thirteenth  day  of  May,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-six. 

f  Yeas  17 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  jj^^yg  32 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Butler,  Clarke,  Corwin. 
Crittenden,  Dayton,  Greene,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  oi 
Georgia,  M.iller,  Pearce,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Benton,  Bradbury. 
Breese,  Bright,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  oi 
Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale, 
Houston,  Hunter,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Eusk,  Sevier, 
Sturgeon,  Turney,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  striking  out  the  remaining  part  of 
the  tentn  article. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bell, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  March  3,  1848. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic;  and  the 
question  recurring  on  striking  out  the  remaining  part  of  the  tenth 
article. 

After  debate. 

The  Question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
treaty  ? "  to  wit : 

All  grants  of  land  made  by  the  Mexican  Government,  or  by  the  competent 
authorities  In  territories  previously  ftpi>ertalnlng  to  Mexico  and  remaining  for 
the  future  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  respected  as  valid 
to  the  same  extent  that  the  same  grants  would  be  valid  If  the  said  territories 
had  remained  within  the  limits  of  Mexico. 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative.  |  v^^,^,  7  oo 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Butler,  Clarke,  Clay- 
ton, Corwin,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Greene,  Hale,  Johnson  of  Mary- 
land, Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Mangum,  Miller,  Pearce,  Spruance, 
U^am. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Benton,  Brad- 
bury, Breese,  Bright,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas, 
Downs.  Felch,  Foote,  Hannegan,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Turney,  Tnderwood,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

On*  motion  by  Mr.  Breese, 

To  strike  out  of  the  eleventh  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

Sor  to  provide  siifh  Indians  with  firearms  or  ammunition,  by  sale  or  other- 
wise. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
eleventh  article  ?  " 

{Yeas  20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Butler,  Cass,  Dickinson, 
Dix,  Foote,  Hale,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  John- 
son of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Turney. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Benton,  Berrien,  Brad- 
buiy.  Breese,  Bright,  Calhoun,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massa- 
chusetts, Davis  of  Mississippi,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Hannegan, 
Houston,  Hunter,  I^wis,  Niles,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Spruance.  Underwood, 
Webster,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rusk, 

To  strike  out  of  the  eleventh  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

And  in  tlie  event  of  any  person  or  persons  captured  within  Mexican  territory 
by  Indians  beinj;  carrif'd  into  the  terriroiy  of  tlie  United  States,  tlie  Govem- 
mont  of  tlie  latter  enjjapes  and  binds  itself  In  the  most  solemn  manner,  so  soon 
as  it  shall  know  of  such  captives  beinjr  within  its  territory,  and  shall  be  able 
so  to  do.  throujjh  the  faithful  exercise  of  its  influence  and  power,  to  rescue 
them  and  return  them  to  their  country,  or  deliver  them  to  the  agent  or  repre- 
sentative of  the  Mexican  Government.  The  Mexican  authorities  will  as  far 
as  practicable,  give  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  notice  of  such 
captures ;  and  its  agent  shall  pay  the  expi»nses  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and 
transndssion  of  the  rescued  captives,  who  in  the  meantime  shall  be  treated  with 
the  utmost  hospitality  by  the  American  authorities  at  the  place  where  they 
may  be.  But  if  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  before  receiving  such 
notice  from  Mexico,  should  obtain  intelligence  through  any  other  channel  of  the 
existence  of  Mexican  captives  within  its  territory,  It  will  proceed  forthwith  to 
effect  their  release  and  delivery  to  the  Mexican  agent,  as  above  stipulated. 

For  the  purpose  of  giving  to  these  stipulations  the  fullest  possible  eflficacy, 
thereby  affording  the  security  and  redress  demanded  by  their  true  spirit  and 
intent,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  will  now  and  hereafter  pass,  with- 
out unnecessary  delay,  and  always  vigilantly  enforce,  such  laws  as  the  nature 
of  the  subject  may  require ;  and,  finally,  the  sacredness  of  this  obligation  shall 
never  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  said  Government  when  providing  for  the  removal 
of  the  Indians  from  any  portion  of  the  said  territories  or  for  its  being  settled  by 
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citizens  of  tbe  United  States ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  special  care  shall  then  be 
taken  not  to  place  its  Indian  occupants  under  the  necessity  of  seeking  new 
homes,  by  committing  those  invasions  which  the  United  States  have  solenmly 
obliged  themselves  to  restrain. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
eleventh  article? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  \t^^^  Io 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Brad- 
bury, Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Crittenden,  Davis  of 
Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene, 
Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Greorgia, 
Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moore,  Niles,  Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance, 
Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Benton,  Berrien,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mis- 
sissippi, Douglas,  Houston,  Lewis,  Kusk,  Webster,  Westcott. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Douglas, 

To  strike  out  of  the  eleventh  article  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

Considering  that  a  frrent  part  of  the  territories  which  hy  the  present  treaty 
are  to  be  comprehended  for  the  future  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States 
is  now  occupied  by  savage  tribes,  who  will  hereafter  be  under  the  exclusive 
control  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  whose  incursions  within 
the  territory  of  Mexico  would  be  prejudicial  in  the  extreme,  it  is  solemnly 
agreed  that  all  such  incursions  shall  be  forcibly  restrained  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  whensoever  this  may  be  necessary ;  and  that  when  they 
can  not  be  prevented  they  shall  be  punished  by  the  said  Government,  and 
satisfaction  for  the  same  shall  be  exacted ;  all  in  the  same  way,  and  with  equal 
diligence  and  energy,  as  if  the  same  incursions  were  meditated  or'  committed 
within  its  own  territory  against  its  own  citizens. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
eleventh  article  ? " 

{Yeas  47 

Navs  5 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell, 
Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Corwin, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton, 
Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan, 
Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana, 
Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Phelps, 
Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham, 
Webster,  Yulee. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 
Messrs.  Allen,  Benton,  Douglas,  Lewis,  Westcott. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 
To  strike  out  the  additional  and  secret  article  of  the  treaty. 
The  miestion  was  stated,  "  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratincation  of  this  article?  " 

fYeas  2 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  ^®g**^^^®) j  Xavs  48 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Baldwin  and  Johnson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashlev,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagfoy,  Bell^ 
Benton,  Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass, 
Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi^ 
Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Han- 
negan,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia, 
Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance, 
Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham,  Webster,  Westcott,  x  ulee. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Satukdat,  March  4, 1848. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Westcott, 

To  strike  out  of  the  fifteenth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit: 
"To  an  amount  not  exceeding  three  and  one  quarter  millions  of 
dollars." 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
fifteenth  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jx^^^g  i 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Baldwin.  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke,  Crittenden, 
Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch, 
Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce, 
Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  x  ulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mississyppi,  Houston,  Johnson  of 
Louisiana,  Mangum,  Rusk,  Upham,  Westcott. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Douglas, 

To  strike  out  of  the  fourth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

It  is  also  agreed  that  if  any  Mexicans  should  now  be  held  as  captives  by  any 
savage  tribe  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  as  about  to  be  established 
by  the  following  article,  the  Government  of  the  said  United  States  will  exact 
the  release  of  such  captives  and  cause  them  to  be  restored  to  their  country. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
fourth  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj^^^  i  ^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Breese, 
Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massa- 
chusetts, Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote, 
Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  or 
Louisiana,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce,  Phelps, 
Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham,  Yulee. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Benton,  Clarae,  Dickinson,  Douglas,  Houston,  John- 
son of  Greorgia,  Lewis,  Eusk,  Westcott. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi, 
To  strike  out  of  the  fifth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

And  no  change  shall  ever  be  made  therein,  except  by  the  express  and  free 
consent  of  both  nations,  lawfully  given  by  the  general  government  of  each,  In 
conformity  with  its  own  constitution. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
fifth  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj^^  11 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien, 
Bradbury,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke,  Corwin,  Critten- 
den, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote, 
Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  01 
Louisiana,  Johnson  01  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles, 
Pearce,  Phelps,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Under- 
wood, Upham. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Benton,   Breese,  Davis  of  Mississippi, 
Dickinson,  Douglas,  Houston,  Lewis,  Westcott,  Yulee. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi, 

To  strike  out  of  the  twenty-second  article  the  following  words,  to 
wit: 

Upon  the  entrance  of  the  armies  of  either  nation  Into  the  territories  of  the 
other,  women  and  children,  ecclesiastics,  scholars  of  every  faculty,  cultivators 
of  the  earth,  merchants,  artisans,  manufacturers,  and  fishermen,  unarmed  and 
inhabiting  unfortified  towns,  villages,  or  places,  and  in  general  all  persons  whose 
occupations  are  for  the  common  subsistence  and  benefit  of  mankind,  shall  be 
allowed  to  continue  their  respective  employments,  unmolested  in  their  persons. 
Nor  shall  their  houses  or  goods  be  burnt  or  otherwise  destroyetl,  nor  their 
cattle  taken,  nor  their  fields  wasted  by  the  armed  force  Into  whose  power,  by 
the  events  of  war,  they  may  happen  to  fall ;  but  if  the  necessity  arise  to  take 
any  thing  from  them  for  the  use  of  such  armed  force,  the  same  shall  be  paid 
for  at  an  equitable  price.  All  churches,  hospitals,  schools,  colleges,  libraries, 
and  other  establishments  for  charitable  and  beneficent  purposes,  shall  be  re- 
spected, and  all  persons  connecte<l  with  the  same  protected  In  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  and  the  pursuit  of  their  vocations. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
twenty-second  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  afRrmative,|  ^tya  6 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Ber- 
rien, Bradbury,  Breose,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke,  Cor- 
win, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas, 
Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hanncgan,  Hunter,  Johnson 
of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mangum, 
Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Spru- 
ance, Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Upham,  Yulee. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Benton,  Davis  of  iussissippi,  Houston,  Lewis,  Westcott. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
That  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  ^^g^^i^^j  v«yg  09 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,  Ber- 
rien, Clarke,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Day- 
ton, Greene,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Lewis, 
Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Web- 
ster, Westcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  But- 
ler, Calhoun,  Cass,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas, 
Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson 
of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey, 
Yulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi, 

To  strike  out  of  the  fifth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

The  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grando,  otherwise  called  Rio  Bravo  del  Norte,  or 
opposite  the  mouth  of  its  deepest  branch,  if  it  should  have  more  than  one 
'branch  emptying  directly  into  the  sea ;  from  thence,  up  the  middle  of  that 
river,  following  the  deepest  channel,  where  it  has  more  than  one,  to  the  point 
where  It  strikes  the  southern  boundary  of  New  Mexico:  thence,  westwardly 
along  the  whole  southern  boundary  of  New  Mexico  (which  runs  north  of  the 
to\\T\  called  Passo)  to  its  western  termination;  thence,  northward  along  the 
western  line  of  New  Mexico  until  it  intersects  the  first  branch  of  the  river 
Gila  (or  if  it  should  not  intersect  any  branch  of  that  river,  then  to  the  point 
on  the  said  line  nearest  to  such  branch,  and  thence  in  a  direct  line  to  the  same ; 
thence  down  the  middle  of  the  said  branch  and  of  the  said  river  until  it 
empties  Into  the  Rio  Colorado;  thence  across  the  Rio  Colorado,  following  the 
division  line  between  TTpper  and  Lower  California  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

The  southern  ftnd  western  limits  of  New  Mexico,  mentioned  in  this  article, 
are  those  laid  down  In  the  map,  entitled  **nwp  of  the  United  Mexican  States,  as 
organized  and  defined  hy  various  acts  of  the  Congress  of  said  republic,  and 
constructed  according  to  the  best  authorities.  Revised  edition.  Published  at 
New  York  in  JS/fl  by  J.  DisturneU:'  of  which  map  a  copy  Is  added  to  this 
treaty,  bearing  the  signatures  and  seals  of  the  undersigned  plenipotentiaries. 
And,  In  order  to  preclude  all  dlfiiculty  in  tracing  upon  the  ground  the  limit 
separating  Upper  from  Lower  California,  it  Is  agreed  that  the  said  limit  shall 
consist  of  a  straight  line,  drawn  from  the  middle  of  the  Rio  Gila,  where  It 
unites  with  the  Colorado,  to  a  point  on  the  coast  of  the  Pacific  Ocean,  distant  1 
marine  league  due  south  of  the  southernmost  point  of  the  port  of  San  Diego, 
according  to  the  plan  of  said  port,  made  in  the  year  seventeen  hundred  and 
eighty-two  by  Don  Juan  Pantoja,  second  sailing  master  of  the  Spanish  fleet,  and 
published  at  Madrid  in  the  year  1802,  in  the  atlas  to  the  voyage  of  the  schooners 
SutU  and  Mexicana;  of  which  plan  a  copy  is  hereunto  added,  signed,  and  sealed 
t)y  the  respective  plenipotentiaries. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
fifth  article?" 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Lewis, 
That  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  li^f^  10 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  iSenators  pres- 
ent. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,  Ber- 
rien, Calhoun,  Clarke,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 
Dayton,  Greene,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louis- 
iana, Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Rusk, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Westcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Cass, 
Dickinson,  Douglas,  Downs,  Foote,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Mangum, 
Mason,  Moor,  Sevier,  Turney,  Yulee. 

So  the  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  Mabch  6,  1848. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic;  and  the 
question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi  to  strike 
out  the  words  stated  from  the  fifth  article, 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 
Ordered,  That  he  have  leave  to  withdraw  the  said  naotlon. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi  to  insert  the  following, 
to  wit: 

Abticlb  X.  The  boundary  Une  between  tl)e  two  Republics  shall  commence 
in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  three  leagues  from  land,  opposite  a  point  midway 
between  the  mouths  of  the  lUver  Snn  Fernando  and  Santander  (Boquillas 
Cerradas  and  Barra  de  Santander),  thence  westwardly  to  the  town  of  Labra- 
dores,  at  the  head  of  the  mountain  pass,  from  the  plain  of  Linares ;  thence  to 
Agua  Xueva;  thence  to  the  southwestern  angle  of  the  State  of  Coahuila 
thence  northwardly  along  the  highlands  of  the  Balson  de  Malpimi  and  Santa 
Rosa  Mountains  to  the  Rio  Grande,  the  line  to  be  so  traced  as  to  include  the 
sources  of  the  river  Sabinas,  and  to  intersect  the  Rio  Grande  above  the  mouth 
of  the  River  Puerco;  thence  up  the  main  channel  of  said  Rio  Grande  to  the 
31st  parallel  of  north  latitude ;  thence  due  west  to  the  34th  meridian  of  longi- 
tude west  of  Washington;  thence,  in  a  direct  line,  to  a  point  on  the  Rio 
Colorado  of  the  west,  10  miles  below  the  junction  of  the  Gila  and  Colorado 
Rivers ;  thence  to  a  point  on  the  coast  of  the  Pacific  Ocean,  one  marine  league 
south  of  the  most  southern  point  of  the  harbor  of  San  Diego. 

In  order  to  designate  the  boundary  line  with  due  precision,  upon  authori- 
tative maps,  and  to  establish  upon  the  ground  landmarks  which  shall  show 
the  limits  of  both  Republics,  as  described  in  the  present  article,  the  two  gov- 
ernments shall  each  appoint  a  commissioner  and  a  surveyor,  who,  before  the 
expiration  of  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of 
this  treaty,  shall  meet  at  the  i)ort  of  San  Diego,  and  proceed  to  run  and  mark 
the  said  boundary  In  its  whole  course  to  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Bravo  del 
Norte.  They  shall  keep  journals  and  make  out  plans  of  their  operations; 
and  the  result  agreed  upon  by  them  shall  be  deemed  a  part  of  this  treaty,  and 
shaU  have  the  same  force  as  If  it  were  Inserted  therein.  The  two  governments 
will  amicably  agree  regarding  what  may  be  necessary  to  these  persons,  and 
also  as  to  their  respective  escorts,  should  such  be  necessary. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratification  of  this  article?  " 

{Yeas  11 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Douglas,. 
Hannegan,  Houston^  Lewis,  Eusk,  Tumey,  Westcott. 

Those  who  voted  m  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,. 
Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,. 
Clarke^  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Day- 
ton, Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hunter,  Johnson  of 
Maryland^  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mangum,. 
Mason,  Miller,  Moore,  Niles,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Stur- 
geon, Underwood,  Upham,  Webster. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Westcott, 

To  strike  out  of  the  ninth  article  the  following  ^ords,  to  wit : 

The  relations  and  communication  between  the  Catholics  living  In  the  terri- 
tories aforesaid  and  their  respective  ecclesiastical  authorities  shall  be  open, 
free,  and  exempt  from  all  hindrance  whatever,  even  although  such  authorities 
should  reside  within  the  limits  of  the  Mexican  Republic,  as  defined  by  this 
treaty ;  and  this  freedom  shall  continue  so  long  as  a  new  demarcation  of  eccle- 
siastical districts  shall  not  have  been  made,  conformably  with  the  laws  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Atchison, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  March  7,  1848. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  consid- 
eration of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic  f 
and  the  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Westcott  to  strike 
out  the  words  stated  from  the  ninth  article. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Westcott,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered  J  That  he  have  leave  to  withdraw  the  said  motion. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Georgia, 
To  insert  in  the  ninth  article,  after  the  words  "  Mexican  laws,"  the 
following  words,  to  wit :  not  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution  and 
laws  of  the  United  States. 

.    The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
ninth  article? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  aflSrmative,  |  jj™  7 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Breese, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Clarkcj  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of 
Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale, 
Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance, 
Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham,  Westcott,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bright,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Downs, 
Lewis,  Moor. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  John.^on  of  Georgia, 

To  insert  at  the  end  of  the  ninth  article  the  following,  to  wit : 

Provided  nothing  herein  contained  shall  he  so  construed  as  to  se- 
cure to  Roman  Catholics  their  religious  corporations  or  communities^ 
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cr  the  eeclesiaatiedl  authorities  of  the  Rorrum  Catholic  Church  amy 
other  rights  and  privileges  than  such  as  are  enjoyed  hy  other  religious 
sectSj  their  corporations^  or  convmunitiesj  or  ecclesiastical  authorities, 
in  the  United  States. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
ninth  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  ^r^^ i? 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Calhoun,  Hannegan,  Johnson 
of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Turney,  Underwood,  West- 
cott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton^  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Bright, 
Butler,  Clark,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts.  Davis 
of  Mississippi,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Johnson  of  Mary- 
land, Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Mangum,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce,  Phelps, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Upham,  Yulee. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Westcott, 

To  strike  out  of  me  ninth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

Finally,  the  relations  and  communication  between  the  Catholics  living  in  the 
territories  aforesaid,  and  their  respectiye  ecclesiastical  authorities,  shall  be  open, 
free,  and  exempt  from  all  hindrance  whatever,  even  although  such  authori- 
ties should  reside  within  the  Umits  of  the  Mexican  RepubUc  as  defined  by  this 
treaty;  and  this  freedom  shall  continue  so  long  as  a  new  demarcation  of 
ecclesiastical  districts  shall  not  have  been  made  conformably  with  the  laws  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
ninth  article?" 

Na^ 29 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashlev,  Atherton,  Bradbury,  Butler,  Cameron,  Dickinson, 
Dix^  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Johnson  of  Iiouisiana,  Moor,  Niles, 
Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bell,  Berrien,  Bright,  Calhoun,  Clarke, 
Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mis- 
sissippi, Dayton,  Greene,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum.  Mason,  Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Rusk, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  Upnam,  Webster,  Wescott. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 

To  strike  out  of  the  ninth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

The  Mexicans  who  In  the  territories  aforesaid  shall  not  preserve  the  character 
of  citizens  of  the  Mexican  Republic  conformably  with  what  Is  stipulated  In  the 
preceding  article  shall  be  incorporated  Into  the  Union  of  the  United  States  and 
admitted  as  soon  as  possible  according  to  the  principles  of  the  Federal  Ck)n- 
stitutlon  to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
In  the  meantime  they  shaU  be  maintained  and  protected  in  the  enjoyment  of 
their  liberty*  their  property,  and  the  civil  rights  now  vested  in  them  according 
to  the  Mexican  laws.  With  respect  to  poUtical  rights,  their  condition  shall  be 
on  an  equality  with  that  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  other  territories  of  the  United 
States  and  at  least  equally  good  as  that  of  the  inhabitants  of  Louisiana  and 
the  Floridas  when  these  provinces  by  transfer  from  the  French  Republic  and 
the  Crown  of  Spain  became  territories  of  the  United  States. 
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The  same  most  ample  guaranty  shall  be  enjoyed  by  all  ecclesiastics  and  re- 
ligious corporations  or  communities,  as  well  in  the  discharge  of  the  offices 
of  their  ministry  as  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  property  of  every  kind,  whether 
individual  or  corporate.  This  guaranty  shall  embrace  all  temples,  houses,  and 
edifices  dedicated  to  the  Roman  Catholic  worship,  as  well  as  all  property  des- 
tined to  its  support,  or  to  that  of  schools,  hospitals,  and  other  foundations  for 
charitable  or  beneficent  purposes.  No  property  of  this  nature  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  having  become  the  property  of  the  American  Crovernment,  or  as  sub- 
ject to  be  by  it  disposed  of  or  diverted  to  other  uses. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
ninth  article? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  ^^g^^^ve,  j  j^^  o^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Butler,  Cameron,  Dickinson,  Dix, 
Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Moor,  Niles  Sevier, 
Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Westcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Bradbury, 
Bright,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Clajrton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of 
Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Greene,  Hunter,  John- 
son of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mancum,  Mason, 
Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Web- 
ster, X  ulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

To  insert  the  foUowing,  to  wit: 

Article  IX.  The  Mexicans  in  the  territories  aforesaid  shall  be  secured  in  the 
free  exercise  of  their  religion  without  any  restriction;  and  those  who  may  de- 
sire to  remove  to  the  Mexican  Republic  shall  be  permitted  to  sell  or  exi)ort 
their  effects  at  any  time  whatever  without  being  subject  in  either  case  to  the 
payment  of  any  duties. 

The  Mexicans  who,  in  the  Territories  aforesaid,  shall  not  retain  the  character 
of  Mexican  citizens,  conformably  to  the  stipulations  of  the  preceding  article, 
shall  be  incorporated  into  the  Union  of  the  United  States  as  soon  as  may  be  con- 
sistent with  the  principles  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  and  admitted  to  the 
enjoyment  of  all  the  privileges,  rights,  and  immunities  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  they  shall  be  maintained  and  protected  in 
the  fuU  enjoyment  of  their  liberty  and  property. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated  "  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratincation  of  this  article? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj™  4 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Badger,  Berrien,  Brad- 
bury, Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Clarke,  Clayton, 
Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi, 
Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hannegan. 
Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  or 
Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Pearce,  Sevier, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Baldwin,  Bell,  Hale,  Ru^. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

To  insert,  after  the  word  "  Washington,"  in  the  twenty-third  ar- 
ticle, the  following  words,  to  wit: 

Or  at  the  seat  of  government  of  Mexico. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
twenty-third  artide? 

Nftv  1 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell^ 
Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron, 
Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dickinson, 
Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hanne^n, 
Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Man- 
gum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,. 
Tumey,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

And  Mr.  Westcott  voted  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Crittenden  submitted  the  foUowing  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  the  treaty  be  recommitted  to  the  Ck)mmlttee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, with  instructions  so  to  modify  the  same  as  to  make  Its  limits  and 
boundaries  conform  to  the  following  resolutions : 

Rsolvcd,  That  considerations  of  our  own  power  and  the  weakness  of  Mexico,, 
already  vanquished  by  our  arms,  ought  only  to  make  us  more  careful  not  to 
exact  from  her  any  Indenmltles  or  terms  of  peace  beyond  the  strict  measure 
of  our  rightful  claims;  and  that  the  United  States  need  not  to  seek  or  desire 
any  other  or  better  security  for  the  future  than  they  possess  In  their  own  ability 
and  readiness  to  protect  themselves,  and  defend  their  own  rights. 

Resolved,  That  we  fully  concur  in  the  sentiment  expressed  by  the  President, 
that  war  should  not  be  waged  for  the  acquisition  of  territory  by  conquest ;  yet, 
if  It  be  agreeable  to  Mexico  to  settle  our  claims  against  her  by  a  cession  of 
territory,  we  should  prefer  one  of  more  limited  extent,  with  a  correspondent 
reduction  of  price,  than  that  described  In  the  treaty  now  before  the  Senate — ^a 
cession  which  should  have  for  Its  principal  objects  a  satisfactory*  estabUsh- 
ment  of  the  boundary  of  Texas  and  the  acquisition  of  the  bay  and  harbor  of 
San  Francisco. 

Resolved,  That  by  adhering  to  this  limited  cession,  all  the  objects  of  a  true 
national  policy  would  be  obtained,  domestic  questions  of  great  difficulty  and 
embarrassment  avoided,  the  true  principles  of  our  Government  preserved,  and 
a  commendable  example  of  justice  and  moderation  set  before  the  world. 

Resolved,  That  In  an  especial  manner,  we  could  not,  without  great  reluctance, 
be  constrained  to  accept  the  cession  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  with  a  pop- 
ulation  of  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  hostile  people  unwilling  to  be 
unite<l  to  us,  and  unfit  to  be  trusted  with  a  participation  in  our  free  forms 
of  government,  to  the  principles  of  which  they  are  utter  strangers.  To  accept 
the  cession  of  this  territory,  large  enough,  and  even  at  the  present  moment 
With  population  enough,  to  form  one  or  more  States,  and  to  incorporate  them, 
as  the  treaty  provides,  as  soon  as  possible  into  this  Union,  must  be  regarded 
as  a  measure  dangerous,  and  not  believed  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  wishes 
and  expectations  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

That  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  the  said  resolutions. 

Mr.  Douglas  objected,  as  being  against  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

The  Vice  President  decided  that,  objection  having  been  made,  it 
could  not  be  considered  to-day. 

From  this  decision  of  the  Vice  President  Mr.  Bright  appealed  to 
the  Senate;  and, 

The  question  being  stated,  "  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent stand  as  the  sense  of  the  Senate?  " 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 
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The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  said  resolutions; 
And  on  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  ^®g*tiv^?|  Vo^ '■ on 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Greene,  Hale,  Johnson 
of  Maryland,  Mangum,  Miller,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bradbury,  Breese, 
Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dick- 
inson, Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  John- 
son of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Tumey,  Yulee. 

So  the  resolutions  were  not  agreed  to. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  lay  before  the  Senate  a  letter  of  the  12th  February,  1848,  from  N.  P.  Trlst, 
together  with  the  authenticated  map  of  the  United  Mexican  States,  and  of  the 
plan  of  the  port  of  San  Diego,  referred  to  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  "  of 
peace,  friendship,  Umlts,  and  settlement  between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Mexican  Republic,"  which  treaty  was  transmitted  to  the  Senate  with 
my  message  of  the  22d  ultimo. 

Jaiocs  K.  Polk. 

Washington,  March  7, 1848. 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mangum, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday^  March  8, 1848. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Massachusetts  submitted  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  considered,  by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate, 
•confidentially,  any  additional  despatches  which  may  have  been  received  from 
Nathaniel  P.  Trist,  and  especially  those  which  are  promised  by  him  in  Ms 
letter  to  Mr.  Buchanan,  of  the  2d  of  February  last,  if  the  seame  have  been 
received. 

Mr.  Webster  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  he  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  of  the  terms  of  the  authority  given  to  Nathaniel  P.  Trist  to  draw 
for  the  three  milUons  of  dollars  authorized  by  the  act  of  the  2d  of  March,  1847. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resmned  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between 
the  United  States  or  America  and  the  Mexican  Bepublic 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Badger, 

To  strike  out  of  the  fifth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

Thence  westwardly  along  the  whole  southern  boundary  of  New  Mexico  (which 
runs  north  of  the  town  called  Paso,  to  its  western  termination;  thence  north- 
ward along  the  western  line  of  New  Mexico  until  it  intersects  the  first  branch 
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of  the  River  Gila  (or,  if  it  should  not  intersect  any  branch  of  that  river,  thai 
to  the  point  on  the  said  line  nearest  to  such  branch;  and  thence  in  a  direct 
line  to  the  same) ;  thence  down  the  middle  of  the  said  branch  and  of  the  said 
river  until  it  empties  into  the  Rio  Colorado ;  thence  across  the  Rio  Colorado, 
following  the  division  line  between  Upper  and  Lower  California,  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
fifth  article?" 

{Yeas  85 

Navs  15 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Benton, 
Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  CasSf  Davis 
of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Han- 
negan.  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  John- 
son of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Tumey,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mas- 
^.achusetts,  Greene,  Hale,  Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Spruance,  Under- 
wood, Upham,  Webster. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Baldwin, 

To  insert  at  the  end  of  the  fifth  article  the  following  words,  to 
wit: 

Provided,  There  shall  be  neither  slavery  nor  involuntary  servitude  in  the 
territories  hereby  ceded  otherwise  than  in  punishment  of  crimes  whereof  the 
party  shall  have  been  duly  convicted. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  slated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 

fifth  article?" 

fYeas  15 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  jj j.yg  38 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atherton,  Baldwin,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Davis  of 
Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dix,  Greene,  Hale,  Miller,  Niles,  Phelps, 
Spruance,  Upham. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bagby,  Bell,  Benton, 
Berrien,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch, 
Foote,  Haimegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisi- 
ana, Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Pearce, 
Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

No  further  amendment  having  been  made,  the  treaty  was  reported 
to  the  Senate. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — to  wit,  to  strike  out  the  ninth  article. 

The  question  was  stated,  "Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratification  of  this  article? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jr^^  io 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  DicMnson,  Dix^  Douglas,  Downs, 
Foote,  Hannegan,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Moor,  Niles,  Sevier,  Stur- 
geon, Tumey,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Bradbury, 
Bright,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachu- 
setts, Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Felch,  Greene,  Hale,  Hunter, 
Johnson  of  Maryland,  Lewis,  Manguin,  Mason,  Miller,  Phelps,  Rusk, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — to  wit,  to  insert  the  following : 

Abticlb  IX. — ^The  Mexicans  In  the  Territories  aforesaid  shall  be  secured  Id 
the  free  exercise  of  their  religion,  without  any  restriction ;  and  those  who  may 
desire  to  remove  to  the  Mexican  RepubUc  shaU  be  permitted  to  seU  or  export 
their  effects  at  any  time  whatever,  without  being  subject,  in  either  case,  to 
the  payment  of  any  duties. 

The  Mexicans  who,  in  the  Territories  aforesaid,  shaU  not  retain  the  char- 
acter of  Mexican  citizens,  conformably  to  the  stipulations  of  the  preceding 
article,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  Union  of  the  United  States  as  soon  as 
may  be  consistent  with  the  principles  of  the  Federal  Ck)nstitution  and  admitted 
to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  privileges,  rights,  and  inmiunities  of  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States;  and,  in  the  meantime,  they  shaU  be  maintained  and 
protected  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  Uberty  and  prope^y. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bell, 
To  strike  out  of  the  said  amendment  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

The  Mexicans  who,  in  the  territories  aforesaid,  shaU  not  retain  the  character 
of  Mexican  citizens,  conformably  to  the  stipulations  of  the  preceding  arti<de» 
shall  be  incorporated  into  the  Union  of  the  United  States,  as  soon  as  may  be 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  and  admitted  to 
the  enjoyment  of  aU  the  privileges,  rights,  and  inmiunities  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  they  shall  be  maintained  and  protected 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  liberty  and  property ; 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  ^^  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?^' 

{Yeas  84 

Navsl  18 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 


OX^pX,        J^X\^XkXXXO\/XX,       JU^AA.,       J^VfTVXXO,       il.-  ^XV^XX,       X- V/Vrt/^       JLJLCbXXXXVgCftXX,       J.X«XXXIA3Ay 

Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiansi,  Johnson  oi  Georgia, 
Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tur- 
ney,  Westcott,  i  ulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are^ 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Oreene,  Hale,  Miller, 
Phelps,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Webster. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Bell, 

To  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out,  the  following,  to  wit: 

The  Mexicans  who,  in  the  territories  aforesaid,  shall  not  retain  the  char- 
acter of  Mexican  citizens,  conformably  to  the  stiplations  of  the  preceding  article^ 
shall  be  maintained  and  protected  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  Uberty  and 
their  rights  of  property. 
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After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  ^^  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?^' 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  J^^g^tive,!  j^^^^  iX 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin, 
Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Greene,  Hale,  Miller,  Spruance,  Under- 
wood, Upham,  Webster. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson, 
Dix,  Douglas,  Downs.  Felch^  Foote,  Hanne^n,  Hunter,  Johnson  of 
Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  oi  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mason, 
Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Westcott,  Yulee. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

To  strike  out  of  said  amendment  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

In  the  territories  aforesaid,  shall  be  secured  In  the  free  exercise  of  their 
reUgion,  without  any  restriction;  and  those  who  may  desire  to  remove  to 
the  Mexican  RepubUc  shall  be  permitted  to  seU  or  export  their  effects  at  any 
time  whatever,  without  being  subject  In  either  case  to  the  payment  of  any 
duties. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  ^^  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — nays  46. 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell, 
Berrien,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Clarke, 
Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dick- 
inson, Dix,  Douglas.  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan, 
Hunter,  Johnson  oi  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  oi 
Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Kusk,  Sevier, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Tumey^  Underwood,  Tulee. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Crittenden, 

To  insert  the  following  after  the  words  "the  Mexicans,"  in  the 
said  amendment,  to  wit : 

Who,  in  the  territories  aforesaid,  shall  not  preserve  the  character  of  citizens 
of  the  Mexican  Republic,  conformably  with  what  Is  stipulated  In  the  pre- 
ceding article,  shall  be  Incorporated  Into  the  Union  of  the  United  States,  and 
be  admitted  at  the  proper  time  (to  be  Judged  of  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States)  to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
according  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution,  and  In  the  meantime  shaU  be 
maintained  and  protected  In  the  free  enjoyment  of  their  liberty  and  property 
and  secured  in  the  free  exercise  of  their  reUgion,  without  restriction. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?^ 

{Yeas  44 

Navs  5 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Berrien,  Bradbury, 
Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  CasSj  Clarke^  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton, 
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Dickinson,  Dix,  Pouglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foot^,  Greene,  Hannegan. 
Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  oi 
Georgia*,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  native  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Corwin,  Hale,  Webster. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in.  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — to  wit,  to  strike  out  the  tenth  article : 

The  jDjuestion  was  stated,  "  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consult  to 
the  ratification  of  this  article  ?  " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — nays  41. 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Bradbury, 
Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameros,  Cass,  Clayton,  Corwin, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  L>ix,  Douglas, 
Downs,  Felch,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson 
of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor, 
Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Web- 
ster, Westcott,  Yulee. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — to  wit:  To  strike  out  of  the  eleventh  article  the  fol- 
lowing words: 

Xor  to  provide  such  Indians  with  firearms  or  anuuunitlon,  by  sale  or  other- 
wise. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
eleventh  article? " 

^Vnd  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,|  j^^^  ^^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Bradbury,  Bright,  Butler, 
Cameron,  Cass,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch, 
Foote,  Jolmson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Turney, 
Webster,  Wescott,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Dayton,  Douglas,  Hunter,  Lewis,  Miller,  Kusk, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Webster, 

That  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,]  n^®*^^,  f? 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messi-s.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Berrien,  But- 
ler, Calhoun,  Clarke,  Clayt6n,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Mas- 
sai'lnisetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Greene,  liale,  Lewis,  Man- 
gum, Miller,  Phelps,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Webster,  West- 
cott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  arc, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Cam- 
eron.  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hannegan, 
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Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey, 
Yulee. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  Vice  President  determined 
the  question  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — to  wit:  To  insert  after  the  word  "Washington,"  in 
the  twenty-third  article,  the  following  words: 

Or  at  the  seat  of  government  of  Mexico. 

The  question  .was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
twenty-third  article?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,!  \r^  -t 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton.  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell, 
Berrien,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Clarke, 
Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Greene,  Hale,  Hunter,  John- 
son of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Lewis,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles, 
Rusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Upham, 
Webster,  Yulee. 

And  Mr.  Westcott  voted  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  to  wit :  To  strike  out  the  additional  and  secret  article 
of  the  treaty : 

.  The  question  was  stated,  "  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratincation  of  this  article  ?  " 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berrien, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  Makch  9,  1848. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Walker,  his  secretary : 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  this  date,  requesting  the  Presi- 
dent to  coninjunicate  to  that  body  "confidentially,  any  additional  despatches 
which  may  have  been  received  from  Mr.  Trist,  and  especially  those  which  are 
promised  by  him,  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Buchanan  of  the  2(1  oi  February  last.  If 
the  same  have  been  received,"  I  have  to  state  that  all  the  despatches  which 
have  been  received  from  Mr.  Trist  have  been  heretofore  communicated  to  the 
Senate. 

Jambs  K.  Polk. 

Washikoton,  March  8,  IS^tS, 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  this  date,  requesting  the  Presi- 
dent "  to  Inform  the  Senate  of  the  terms  of  the  authority  given  to  Mr.  Trist  to 
draw  for  the  three  millions  of  dollars  authorized  by  the  act  of  the  2d  of  March, 
1847,"  I  communicate  herewith  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  with  the 
accompanying  documents,  which  contain  the  Information  called  for. 

•  James  K.  Polk. 

Washington,  March  8,  18^8. 

The  messages  were  read. 
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The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  of  peaceL 
friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between  the  United  States  oi 
America  and  the  Mexican  Republic. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sevier, 

To  insert  in  the  third  article,  after  the  word  "  republic,"  the  fol- 
lowing words,  to  wit : 

And  the  ratiflcaHana  exchanged. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?^' 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  48/ 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Ben- 
ton, Berrien,  Bradbury,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke, 
Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of 
Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Greene, 
Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Lou- 
isiana, Johnson  of  Georgia,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor, 
Niles,  Phelps,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  TJnder- 
wood,  Upham,  Webster,  Yulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mangum, 

To  strike  out  of  the  fifteenth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit: 

To  an  amount  not  exceeding  three  and  one-quarter  nUlliona  of  dollars. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated, "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  a  part  of  this 
article?" 

{Yeas  40 

Navs  11 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton, 
Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Camoun^  Cameron,  Cass,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas, 
Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Mary- 
land, Johnson  of  Georgia,  Jjewis,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles, 
Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mis- 
sissippi, Greene,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Mangum,  Rusk,  Upham. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts, 

To  strike  out  the  preamble  of  the  treaty. 

After  debate. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  the  preamble  stand  as  part  of  the 
treaty?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  jr^™  i g 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Berrien,  Bradbury,  Bright, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs. 
Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland.  Johnson  oi 
Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor, 
Niles,  Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Underwood,  Yulee. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Benton,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,   Douglas, 
Greene,  Hannegan,  Lewis,  Kusk,  Tumey,  Webster. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi, 

To  strike  out  of  the  twelfth  article  the  foUowing  words,  to  wit: 

Certificates  In  proper  form  for  tbe  said  instalments,  respectively,  in  sucb  soma 
as  shall  be  described  by  tbe  Mexican  Government,  and  transferable  by  it,  shall 
be  delivered  to  tbe  said  Government  by  that  of  tbe  United  Statea 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 

article?^' 

f  Yeas  84 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  <  jj  29 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Butler, 
Calhoun,  Cass,  Clarke,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch, 
Foote,  Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan,  HUnter,  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Mil- 
ler, Moor,  Niles,  Phelps,  Sevier,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Upham,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are. 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Bright,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Da- 
vis of  Mississippi,  Douglas,  Lewis,  Rusk,  Tumey,  Underwood, 
Webster,  Westcott. 

On  mdtion  bv  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi, 

To  strike  out  of  the  twelfth  article  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

In  the  one  or  tbe  other  of  the  two  modes  below  specified.  The  Mexican  Gov- 
ernment shall,  at  the  time  of  ratifying  this  treaty,  declare  which  of  these 
two  modes  of  payment  it  prefers ;  and  the  mode  so  elected  by  it  shaU  be  con- 
formed to  by  that  of  the  United  States. 

First  mode  of  payment:  Immediately  after  this  treaty  shall  have  been  duly 
ratified  by  the  (Government  of  the  Mexican  RepubUc,  the  sum  of  three  milUons  of 
dollars  shall  be  paid  to  the  said  Government  by  that  of  the  United  States,  at 
the  city  of  Mexico,  in  tbe  gold  or  silver  coin  of  Mexico.  For  tbe  remaining 
twelve  milUons  of  dollars,  the  United  States  shall  create  a  stock,  bearing  an 
interest  of  six  per  centum  per  annum,  commencing  on  the  day  of  tlie  ratifica- 
tion of  this  treaty  by  the  Government  of  the  Mexican  Republic  and  payable 
annually  at  tbe  city  of  Washington ;  the  principal  of  said  stock  to  be  redeem- 
able there,  at  tbe  pleasure  of  tbe  Government  of  tbe  United  States,  at  any  time 
after  two  years  from  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  this  treaty :  six  months' 
public  notice  of  tbe  intention  to  redeem  the  same  being  previously  given.  Cer- 
tificates of  sucb  stock,  in  proper  form,  for  such  sums  as  shall  be  specified  by 
tbe  Mexican  Government,  and  transferable  by  the  said  Government,  shaU  be 
delivered  to  tbe  same  by  that  of  the  United  States. 

Second  mode  of  payment 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
article?*' 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,]  jjfyg  oo 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Me^rs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cass^  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale, 
Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana, 
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Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.    Allen,    Atchison,    Badger,    Baldwin,    Benton,    Berrien, 
Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis 
of  Mississippi,  Douglas,  Greene,  Lewis,  Kusk,  Spruance,  Tumey, 
Underwood,  Upham,  Webster.  Westcott. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Baldwin, 

To  insert  at  the  end  of  the  twelfth  article  the  following  words, 
to  wit: 

But  no  part  of  the  sum  of  twelve  millions  of  dollars  stipulated  in  this  article 
to  be  paid  to  the  Mexican  Republic  in  consideration  of  the  cession  to  the  United 
States,  in  sovereignty  of  territories  heretofore  pertaining  to  the  governments 
of  California  and  New  Mexico,  shall  be  deemed  payable  until  the  assent  of  the 
people  and  governments  thereof,  respectively,  shall  be  freely  given  to  such 
cession,  and  communicated  to  the  President. 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  this 
article?''  , 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I  j^f^g  3  J 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflBrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan, 
Miller,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Webster. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Benton, 
Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Davis  oi 
Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hunter, 
Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia, 
Lewis,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Kusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tur- 
ney,  Yulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mangum, 

To  reconsider  the  vote  by  striking  out  the  premable  of  the  treaty, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,   Ijf^g  09 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis  of  Massachusetts. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-firth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien,  Clayton, 
Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi, 
Douglas,  Greene,  Hannegan,  Lewis,  Mangum,  Spruance,  Upham, 
Webster,  Westcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bradbury,  Bright, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Clarke,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix, 
Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson 
of  Georgia,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  Rusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Under- 
wood, Yulee. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bright, 

To  reconsider  the  vote  on  the  first  motion  of  Mr.  Davis  of  Mis- 
sissippi to  strike  out  the  words  stated  from  the  twelfth  article  of 
the  treaty. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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And  the  question  was  again  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as 
part  of  this  article?  " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I  jq^^^f  28 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Bright, 
Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs, 
Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  John- 
son of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Greorgia,  Mangum,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles, 
Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Benton,  Berrien,  Clay- 
ton, Corwin,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Missis- 
sippi, Douglas,  Lewis,  Spruance,  Underwood,  Upham,  Webster, 
Westcott. 

Mr.  Sevier  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved  itwo-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits, 
and  settlement  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Repub- 
lic, concluded  at  Guadalupe  Hidalgo,  on  the  2d  day  of  February,  In  the  year 
1848,  with  the  followinsr  amendments : 

Insert  in  article  three,  after  the  words  "  Mexican  Republic,"  where 
they  first  occur,  the  words  : 

And  the  ratifications  exchanged. 

Strike  out  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty,  and  insert  the  following 
in  lieu  thereof: 

Abticle  IX.  The  Mexicans  who,  In  the  territories  aforesaid,  shall  not  pre- 
serve the  character  of  citizens  of  the  Mexican  Republic  co!iformably  with  what 
is  stipulated  in  the  preceding?  article  shall  be  incorporated  Into  the  Union  of  the 
United  States,  and  be  admitted  at  the  proper  time  (to  be  judged  of  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States)  to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights  of  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  according  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution ;  and  In  the 
meantime  shall  be  maintained  and  protected  in  tlie  free  enjoyment  of  their 
liberty  and  property,  and  secured  in  the  free  exercise  of  their  religion  without 
restriction. 

Strike  out  the  tenth  article  of  the  treaty. 

Strike  out  of  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  the  following  words : 

Nor  to  provide  such  Indians  with  firearms  or  ammunition,  by  sale  or  other- 
wise. 

Strike  out  of  the  twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  the  following  words : 

In  the  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  modes  below  specified.  The  Mexican 
Government  shall,  at  the  time  of  ratifying  this  treaty,  declare  which  of  these 
two  modes  of  payment  it  prefers;  and  the  mode  so  elected  by  it  shall  be 
conformed  to  by  that  of  the  United  States. 

First  mode  of  payment:  Immediately  after  this  treaty  shall  have  been  duly 
ratified  by  the  Government  of  the  Mexican  Republic,  the  sum  of  three  millions 
of  dollars  shall  be  paid  to  the  said  Government  by  that  of  the  United  States, 
at  the  city  of  Mexico,  in  the  gold  or  silver  coin  of  Mexico.  For  the  remaining 
twelve  millions  of  dollars  the  United  States  shall  create  a  stock,  bearing  an 
interest  of  six  per  centum  per  annum,  commencing  on  the  day  of  the  ratifica- 
tion of  this  treaty  by  the  Government  of  the  Mexican  Republic,  and  payable 
annually  at  the  city  of  Washington ;  the  principal  of  said  stock  to  be  redeem- 
able there,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  at  any 
time  after  two  years  from  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  this  treaty;  six 
months'  public  notice  of  the  intention  to  redeem  the  same  being  previously 
given. 
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Certificates  of  such  stock,  in  proper  form,  for  such  sums  as  shall  be  specified 
by  the  Mexican  Government,  and  transferable  by  the  said  Qovemment,  shall 
be  delivered  to  the  same  by  that  of  the  United  States. 

Second  mode  of  payment:  Certificates  in  proper  form  for  the  said  instal- 
ments, respectively,  in  such  sums  as  shall  be  desired  by  the  Mexican  Govern- 
ment, and  transferable  by  it,  shall  be  delivered  to  the  said  Government  by  that 
of  the  United  States. 

Insert  in  the  twenty-third  article,  after  the  word  "  Washington,^ 
the  following  words: 

Or  at  the  seat  of  government  of  Mexico, 

Strike  out  the  additional  and  secret  article  of  the  treaty. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Badger, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Frtoay,  March  10,  1848. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  of  peace, 
friendship,  limits,  and  settlement  between  the  United  States  oi 
America  and  the  Mexican  Eepublic,  together  with  the  resolution 
submitted  for  the  ratification  oi  the  same. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland, 

To  amend  the  treaty  by  inserting  in  the  resolution  the  following 
words,  to  wit: 

Insert  at  the  end  of  the  twelfth  article  the  following  words:  Certificates  in 
proper  form  for  the  two  first  of  said  instalments,  in  such  sum^  as  shall  be 
desired  by  the  Mexican  Qovemment,  and  transferable  by  it,  shall  be  delivered 
to  the  said  Qovemment  by  that  of  the  United  States. 

After  debate, 

The  question  was  stated,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
resolution?" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  ^^g*^*^i^®?]ifavs  18 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Bradbury, 
Breese,  Bright,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Cameron,  Cass,  Dajrton,  Dickinson. 
Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  or 
Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  (jeorgia,  Mangum,  Ma- 
son, Miller,  Moor,  Niles,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Benton,  Berrien,  Clarke,  Corwin, 
Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi.  Douglas, 
Greene,  Lewis,  Spruance,  Underwood,  XJpham,  Webster,  Westcott. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Cass, 

To  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting  the  following  as  a  preamble 
thereto,  to  wit : 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  did,  on  the  15th  day  of  April, 
1847,  commission  Nicholas  P.  Trist,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  to  proceed  to 
Mexico  \^ith  a  view  of  negotiating  a  treaty  of  peace  with  that  republic,  should 
an  opportunity  to  effect  such  object  be  presented ; 

And  whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  deemed  it  proper,  on  the  6th 
day  of  October,  1847,  to  recall  the  said  Nicholas  P.  Trist  from  the  said  mission, 
which  order  of  recall  was  disregarded  by  the  said  Nicholas  P.  Trist  by  his  re- 
maining at  the  city  of  Mexico  after  having  received  such  order  of  recall ; 

And  whereas  the  said  Nicholas  P.  Trist  did,  on  the  2d  February,  1848,  not- 
withstanding his  recall  by  the  President,  enter  into  an  engagement,  purporting 
to  be  a  treaty,  with  commissioners  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Mexican 
Republic ; 


Digitized  by 


Google 


BATIFIOATION  OF  TBBATIBS.  155 

And  whereas  the  terms  of  the  said  agreement,  with  certain  exceptions,  as 
stated  in  the  message  of  the  President,  of  the  22d  February,  1848,  conform  sub- 
stantially to  the  instructions  furnished  to  the  said  Nicholas  P.  Trist,  as  com- 
missioner ;  and  the  President  having  adopted  the  said  agreement  as  a  treaty, 
and  communicated  the  same  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  with  a  view  to 
its  ratification; 

Be  it  therefore ; 

After  debate, 

On  the  question,  "  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the  resolu- 
tion?'' 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I  jf™  23 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Ashley,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell,  Benton, 
Bradbury,  Briffht,  Cameron,  Cass,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachu- 
setts, Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote, 
Johnson,  of  Louisana,  Liewis,  Mangum,  Miller,  Sevier,  Sturgeon, 
Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin^  Berrien,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Clarke,  Cor- 
win,  Dix,  Douglas,  Hale,  Hannegan,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
Johnson  of  Georgia,  Mason,  Moor,  Niles,  KiKk,  Spruance,  iJnder- 
wood,  Upham,  Webster,  Westcott. 
On  the  .question  to  agree  to  the  resolution. 

The  question  was  stated,  ^^Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratincation  of  the  treaty  in  the  form  of  this  resolution? " 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,     jjj™  i? 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ashley,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Bell.  Bradbury,  Bright,  Butler, 
Calhoun.  Cameron,  Cass,  Clarke,  Crittenden,  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 
Davis  01  Mississippi,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Downs,  Felch,  Foote, 
Greene,  Hale,  Hannegan.  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson 
of  Louisiana.  Johnson  oi  Geor^a,  Mangum,  Mason,  Miller,  Moor, 
Niles,  Eusk,  Sevier,  Sturgeon,  Tumey,  Underwood,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Benton,  Berrien, 
Breese,  Corwin,  Douglas,  Lewis,  Spruance,  Upham,  Webster, 
Westcott. 

Ordered^  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Tuesday,  March  14,  1848. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Dix, 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  cause  the  printeed  pamphlet  in  the  Spanish  lan- 
gnage,  communicated  with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  29th  February, 
to  be  translated  into  English,  and  that  both  the  original  and  the  translation 
be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  Allen  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 
Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Mexico,  the  documents  accompanying  the  same, 
and  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  and  debates  thereon,  and  the  documents 
sent  to  the  Senate  and  ordered  to  be  printed  relating  to  the  negotiation  of  said 
treaty ;  and  also  from  the  messages  of  the  President  of  the  7th  and  9th  March, 
and  documents  communicated  therewith. 
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The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Foote, 
That  the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution  be  postponed  until 
Tuesday,  the  11th  day  of  April  next. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  M!angum, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  March  22, 1848 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hannegan, 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  return  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the 
original  letters  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  29th  February,  as  requested 
in  his  message  of  that  date,  when  the  printing  sliall  have  been  completed. 

Wednesday,  May  31, 1848. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allen, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him' 
the  lith  Marcn  last,  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the 
treaty  with  Mexico,  the  documents  accompanying  the  same,  and  the 
proceedings  of  the  Senate  and  debates  thereon,  and  the  documents 
sent  to  the  Senate  and  ordered  to  be  printed  relating  to  the  negotia- 
tions of  said  treaty ;  and  also  from  the  messages  of  the  President  of 
the  7th  and  9th  March,  and  documents  communicated  therewith ;  and 
agreed  thereto. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Badger, 

Ordered,  That  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  the  messages,  documents,N proceedings, 
and  other  matter  relating  thereto,  from  which  the  injunction  of  secrecy  has  been 
removed,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Friday,  June  2,  1848. 

Mr.  Mangum  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to  : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  message  of  the 
President  of  the  29th  February,  1848,  and  from  so  much  of  the  correspondence 
between  the  Executive  Department  and  Mr.  Trist,  and  other  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Mexico,  and  the  accompanying  papers  transmitted  to  the  Senatie 
therewith,  as  have  been  printed  in  confidence,  and  from  the  proceedings  of  the 
Senate  thereon ;  and  that  the  same  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Attest: 

AsBURT  DiCKiNS,  Secretary. 

TREATY  WITH  MEXICO,  1859. 

Note.— Treaty  of  Transits  and  Commerce  with  Mexico,  Dec.,  1859. 

Jantjaby  4,  1860.  Read,  and  on  motion  by  Mr.  referred,  together  with 

the  treaties  and  accompanying  documents,  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mabch  6,  1914.  Injunction  of  secrecy  removed,  and  ordered  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate. 
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WEDNEffl)AY,  January  4,  1860. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
**  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Mexican  Republic,"  and  also  a  **  convention  to  enforce  treaty  stipulations  " 
between  the  same  parties,  both  of  which  were  signed  by  the  plenipotentiaries 
of  the  respective  Governments  at  Vera  Cruz  on  the  14th  December  ultimo. 

I  also  transmit  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  of  the  minister  of  the  United  States 
accredited  to  the  Mexican  Government  to  the  Secretary  of  State  relative  to 
these  instruments. 

James  Buchanan. 

Washington,  4  January,  1860. 

The  messages  were  read. 

The  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Mexican  Eepublic,  signed  at  Vera  Cruz  on  the  14th 
day  of  December,  1859,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Slidell, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty,  together  with  the  message  of  the  President 
and  the  accompanying  documents,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  and  printed,  under  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Printing,  in 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  convention  to  enforce  treaty  stipulations  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  signed  at  Vera  Cruz 
on  the  lith  day  of  December,  1859,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Slidell, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty,  together  with  the  message  of  the  President 
and  accompanying  documents,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations and  printed,  under  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Printing,  In  con- 
fidence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Tuesday,  Januaby  10, 1860. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was-  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  communi- 
cate to  the  Senate  in  executive  session  (if.  In  his  judgment,  not  incompatible 
with  the  public  interest)  all  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  McLane,  minister  in 
Mexico,  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  prior  to  the  conclusion  of 
the  treaty  with  Mexico,  communicated  to  the  Senate  with  his  message  of  the 
4th  Inst,  so  far  as  the  same  Is  connected  with  the  subject  of  said  treaties,  or 
as  relates  to  the  condition  of  the  existing  Government  in  Mexico  or  its  prob- 
able ability  to  sustain  itself. 

V 

Wednesday,  January  18,  1860. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  in  executive  session  of  the 
10th  instant,  I  transmit  herewith  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
papers  accompanying  It,  relating  to  the  treaties  lately  negotiated  by  Mr.  McLane, 
and  to  the  conditions  of  the  existing  Government  of  Mexico. 
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It  will  be  observed  from  the  report  that  these  papers  are  origluals,  and  that  it 
is  indispensable  they  should  be  restored  to  the  files  of  the  Department  when  the 
subject  to  which  they  relate  shall  have  been  disposed  of. 

James  Buchanan. 

Washington,  January  12,  I860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  President,  together  with  the  accompanying 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  papers  relating  to  the  treaties  lately  nego- 
tiated with  Mexico  by  Mr.  McLane,  be  referred  to  the  CJommlttee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gwin, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  message,  together  with  the  accompanying  report  and 
papers,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  February  1,  1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Slidell, 

Ordered,  That  the  papers  (originals)  relating  to  the  treaties  lately  negotiated 
by  Mr.  McLane  with  the  Republic  of  Mexico  be  returned  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  the  request  in  his  message  of  the 
8th  of  January  last 

Tuesday,  February  21, 1860. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Conmiittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
were  referred,  January  4th,  the  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Kepublic, 
dated  at  Vera  Cruz,  December  14th,  1859,  and  the  convention  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic  to  enforce 
treaty  stipulations  and  to  maintain  order  and  security  in  the  Ter- 
ritory of  the  Republics  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States,  dated  at 
Vera  Cruz,  December  14th,  1859,  reported  them  severally  without 
amendment. 

Monday,  February  27, 1860. 

Mr.  Seward  presented  the  memorial  of  Gallespie  and  Studwell  and 
others,  merchants  of  New  York,  in  favor  of  the  ratifications  of  the 
treaties,  now  before  the  Senate,  with  Mexico. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

The  treaty  of  transit  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  dated  at  Vera  Cruz,  December 
14th,  1859,  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

An  amendment  to  the  8th  article  having  been  proposed  by  Mr.  Pugh. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  treaty  be  postponed  to, 
and  that  it  be  the  special  order  of  the  day  for,  to-morrow  (Tuesday),  the  28th 
inst,  at  half  past  one  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  Simmons  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  (for  its 
use  in  executive  session),  if  not  in  his  Judgment  Incompatible  with  the  pubUc 
interest,  copies  of  the  instructions  given  to  our  mnister  or  ministers  in  Mexico, 
relating  to  the  negotiation  which  resulted  In  the  treaty  with  that  country,  now 
before  the  Senate. 
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Tuesday,  February  28, 1860. 

^  The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  dated  at  Vera  Cruz,  Decem- 
ber 14th,  1859,  together  with  the  amendment  of  the  8th  article,  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Pugh  the  27th  inst 
After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  treaty  be  postponed  to, 
and  that  it  be  the  special  order  of  the  day  for,  Thursday  next,  March  1st,  at 
half  past  two  o'clock  p.  m. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
the  27th  inst.,  requesting  the  President  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  the 
instructions  given  to  our  minister  or  ministers  in  Mexico,  relating 
to  the  negotiation  which  resulted  in  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  now 
before  the  Senate ;  and 

It  having  been  amended  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Simmons,  was  agreed 
to  as  follows : 

Resolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  transmit 
to  the  Senate  (for  its  use  in  executive  session),  if  not  in  his  Judgment  incom- 
patible with  the  public  interest,  copies  of  the  instructions  given  to  our  minister 
or  ministers  in  Mexico  relating  to  the  negotiation  which  resulted  in  the  treaty 
with  that  country  now  before  the  Senate,  and  all  the  correcfpondence  of  the 
State  Department  with  it 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Monday,  Makch  12,  1860. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  together  with  the 
papers  accompanying  it,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  in  executive 
session  of  the  28th  ultimo,  calling  for  the  instructions  to  our  minister  or 
ministers  in  Mexico,  which  resulted  in  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty  with  that 
country  now  before  the  Senate. 

James  Buchanan. 

Washington,  8th  March,  1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  President,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  the  28th  February,  calling  for  the  instructions  to  our  minister 
or  ministers  in  Mexico,  which  resulted  in  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty  with  that 
country,  now  before  the  Senate,  together  with  the  accompanying  documents,. 
be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Nicholson  submitted  the  following  resolution ;  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  com- 
municate to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  agent  referred  to  in  his 
annual  message  as  having  been  sent  to  Mexico  to  ascertain  and  report  the  con- 
dition of  that  country,  if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  interest. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 
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Thursday,  March  15, 186C. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  President,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  re- 
port of  the  agent  referred  to  in  his  last  annual  message  as  having  been  sent 
to  Mexico  to  ascertain  and  report  the  condition  of  that  country,  together  with 
the  accompanying  documents,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Thursdat,  May  31,  1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  dated  at  Vera  Cruz,  December 
14th,  1859,  together  with  the  amendment  to  the  8th  article,  proposed 
by  Mr.  Pugh,  the  27th  of  February. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pugh, 

Ordered,  That  he  have  leave  to  withdraw  the  said  amendment 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons  to  amend  the  treaty  as  follows : 

Article  8th:  Strike  out  all  thereof  after  the  word  "agree"  to  wit,  "that 
from  the  Ust  of  merchandise  here  annexed,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
shall  select  those  which,  being  the  natural,  industrial,  or  manufactured  product 
of  either  of  the  two  RepubUcs,  may  be  admitted  for  sale  and  consumption  in 
either  of  the  two  countries,  under  conditions  of  a  perfect  reciprocity,  whether 
they  be  considered  free  of  duty,  or  at  a  rate  of  duty  to  be  fixed  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States ;  it  being  the  intention  of  the  Mexican  Republic  to  admit 
the  articles  in  question  at  the  lowest  rate  of  duty,  and  even  free,  if  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  consents  thereto.  Their  introduction  from  one  to 
the  other  Republic  shall  be  made  at  the  points  which  the  Governments  of  both 
Republics  may  fix  upon,  at  the  limits  or  boundaries  thereof  ceded  and  granted 
for  the  transits  and  in  perpetuity,  by  this  convention,  either  across  the  Isthmus 
of  Tehuantepec,  or  from  the  Gulf  of  California  to  the  interior  frontier  between 
Mexico  and  the  United  States.  If  any  similar  privileges  should  be  granted 
by  Mexico  to  other  nations  at  the  termini  of  the  aforesaid  transits  upon  the 
Gulfs  of  Mexico  and  CaUfomia,  and  upon  the  Pacific  Ocean,  it  shall  be  in  con- 
sideration of  the  same  conditions  and  stipulations  of  reciprocity  which  are  im- 
posed upon  the  United  States  by  the  terms  of  this  convention. 

SCHEDULE  ANNEXED  TO  ARTICLE  VIII. 

Animals  of  all  liinds. 
Rice. 

Poultry  and  fresh  eggs. 
Qulcltsilver. 
Stone  coal. 

Fresh,  salted,  and  smoked  meats. 
Wood  and  iron  houses. 
Raw  hides. 
Horns. 

Chile,  or  red  pepper. 

Drawings  and  models  of  large  machinery,  buildings,  monuments,  and  boats. 
Boats  of  all  sizes  and  classes  for  navigation  of  the  rivers  on  the  frontier. 
Brooms  and  material  for  their  manufacture. 
Bridle  bits. 

Fresh,  dried,  and  sugared  fruits. 

Type,  spaces,  plates  for  printing  or  engraving,  rules,  vignettes,  and  printing 
Ink. 

Printed  books  of  all  classes  bound  in  paper  (pamphlet  bound). 
Hops. 
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Timber,  unwrought,  and  firewood. 

Butter  and  cheese. 

G<N)£rraphical  and  nautical  maps,  and  topographical  plans. 

Maible,  wrought  and  un wrought. 

Machines  and  implements  for  agriculture,  farming,  mining,  for  the  develop, 
inent  of  the  arts  and  scioMies,  and  their  fixtures,  either  loose  or  for  their  repair. 

Dyewood. 

Fish,  tar,  turpentine,  and  ashes. 

Plants,  trees,  and  shrubbery. 

Slates  for  roofing  purposes. 

Common  salt. 

Riding  saddles. 

Palm-leaf  hats. 

Plaster  of  Paris  (gypsum). 

Vegetables. 

Undressed  sheepskins. 

Grains  of  all  kinds,  and  from  which  bread  is  made. 

Flour. 

WooL 

Lard. 

Tallow. 

Leather  and  manufactures  of  leather. 

Every  species  of  textile  or  woven  fabric  of  cottop,  except  that  called  brown 
sheeting  (manta  triguofio). 

And  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the  following,  to  wit : 

That  the  articles  of  merchandise  herein  enumerated,  being  such  as  are  the 
natural  products  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  shall  be  admitted  for  sale  and 
consumption  into  the  United  States  of  America  free  from  duty  or  customs 
charges,  any  such,  in  any  form,  that  is  to  say: 

Animals  of  all  kinds. 

Agave  fiber,  dressed  or  undressed,  or  made  into  rope  bags  or  Tiammocks. 

Ashes, 

Boats,  of  all  sizes  and  classes,  for  the  navigation  of  the  rivers  on  the  frontier. 

Cocoa,  cocoa  shells,  cocoa  leaves,  cocoanuts. 

Coffee. 

Cotton, 

Cochineal 

Drawings  and  models  of  large  machinery,  buildings^  monuments,  and  boats. 

Dyetcoods  of  all  kinds,  and  extracts  therefrom. 

Fresh  fruits. 

Fresh,  salted,  and  smoked  meats. 

Flour, 

Fish, 

Orain  of  all  kinds  from  which  bread  is  made. 

Geographical  and  nautical  maps,  and  topographical  plans. 

Horns  and  horn  tips. 

Indigo, 

Jalap, 

Lard, 

Mahogany,  and  other  woods  useful  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture. 

Marble,  wrought  or  unwrought. 

Machines  and  implements  for  the  development  of  the  arts  and  sciences,  and 
their  fixtures,  either  loose  or  for  their  repair. 

Poultry  and  fresh  eggs. 

Plants,  trees,  and  shrubbery. 

Plaster  of  Paris  (gypsum). 

Palm-leaf  hats. 

Pepper  (either  red  or  black). 

Quicksilver, 

Rice. 

Raw  hides, 

SarsaparUla, 

Tar, 

Tallow. 

Timber,  umcrought,  and  fli*ewood, 

Toftoceo. 
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Turpentine. 

Typcy  spaces,  plates  for  printing  or  engraving,  rules,  vignettes,  and  printing 
ink. 

Undressed  sheepskins, 

VanUla. 

Wool,  the  value  of  which  when  exported  shaU  not  exceed  18  cents  per  pound. 

And  the  two  Republics  likewise  agree  that  the  articles  of  merchandise  herein 
enumerated,  being  such  as  are  the  natural,  industrial,  or  manufactured  prod- 
ucts of  the  United  States  of  America,  shall  be  admitted  for  sale  and  consump- 
tion into  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  free  from  duty  or  customs  charges,  as  such., 
in  any  form,  that  is  to  say: 

Animals  of  all  kinds. 

Ashes. 

Boats  of  all  sizes  and  classes,  for  the  navigation  of  the  rivers  on  the  frontier. 

Brooms,  and  material  for  their  manufacture. 

Butter  and  cheese;  cotton. 

Drawings  and  models  of  large  machinery,  buildings,  monuments,  and  boats. 

Every  species  of  textile  or  woven  fabric  of  cotton,  excepting  that  callut 
brown  sheeting  (manta  triguino). 

Fresh  fruits. 

Fresh,  salted,  and  smoked  meats. 

Flour. 

Fish. 

Grain  of  all  kinds  and  frofn  which  bread  is  made. 

Geographical  and  nautical  maps,  and  topographical  plans. 

Lard. 

Leathef,  and  all  manufactures  of  leather. 

Machines  of  all  kinds,  and  implements  for  agriculture,  farming,  mining,  for 
the  development  of  the  arts  and  sciences  and  their  fixtures,  either  loose  or  for 
their  repair. 

Marble,  wrought  or  unwrought. 

Palm-leaf  hats. 

Plants,  trees,  and  shrubbery. 

Plows  and  iron  in  bars,  loose. 

Poultry  and  fresh  eggs. 

Printed  books  of  all  classes,  bound  in  paper  (pamphlets  bound). 

Plaster  of  Paris  (gypsum). 

Quicksilver, 

Rice. 

Stone  coal. 

Screws  of  all  sizes. 

Tar  and  turpentine. 

Tallow. 

Timber,  unwrought,  and  firewood. 

Tobacco. 

type,  spaces,  plates  for  printing  and  engraving,  rules,  vignettes,  and  print- 
ing  ink. 

Wood  and  iron  houses. 

Their  introduction  from  one  to  the  other  Republic,  as  stated,  shall  be  made 
at  the  points  which  the  Governments  of  both  Republics  may  fix  upon,  as  the 
limits  or  boundaries  of  the  transits  ceded  and  granted  in  perpetuity  by  thi» 
convention,  and  at  aU  other  points  of  entry  now  fixed  or  which  may  hereafter 
be  provided  in  either  of  the  two  countries  within  the  jurisdiction  of  either  of 
the  two  Governments  now  contracting  for  the  entry  of  merchandise  from  other 
countries,  and  upon  such  proof  as  may  be  required,  that  the  articles  of  merchan- 
dise so  entered  are  of  the  growth  or  manufacture  of  the  Republic  from  which 
they  are  exported. 

If  any  similar  privileges  shall  be  granted  by  Mexico  to  any  other  nation  at 
the  termini  of  the  aforesaid  transits,  upon  the  Gulfs  of  Mexico  and  California, 
and  upon  the  Pacific  Ocean,  or  at  any  other  ports  of  entry  of  the  Republic  of 
Mexico,  such  grant  or  privileges  shall  be  made  upon  the  same  conditions  of 
reciprocal  benefits  with  those  herein  stipulated  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico,  and  shall  not  be  granted  without  the  payment  of  a  proportionate 
anumnt  of  money ^  in  advance,  in  each  case,  as  an  equivalent  and  compensa- 
tion for  the  revenue  surrendered  by  Mexico  in  r^nquishing  the  specific  or. 
other  duties  imposed  upon  others  upon  the  introduction  of  the  articles  of 
merchandise  herein  enumerated  into  that  Republic.    The  amounts  to  be  paid 
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in  wmiep  hy  such  other  nation  sfiaU  bear  the  sav^e  proportion  to  the  amovnt 
of  its  trade  with  Mexico  in  the  articles  of  merchandise  herein  enumerattd 
as  the  sum  of  four  millions  of  dollars  hears  to  amount  of  the  trade  from  the 
United  States  to  the  Republic  of  Mexioo  in  the  same  articles  of  merchandise, 
and  shall  be  computed  and  apportioned,  in  each  case,  upon  the  amount  of  the 
actual  trade  of  such  other  nation  to  Mejnco  in  said  articles  of  merchandise 
for  the  five  years  next  preceding  the  time  of  the  radifloation  of  the  present 
treaty,  and  all  such  commercial  privileges  shall  terminate  simultaneously  icith 
those  herein  granted. 

After  debate, 

On  the  question,  Shall  the  said  words  proposed  to  be  stricken  out 
stand  as  part  of  the  eighth  article? 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jj^^g  oi 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Benjamin,  Bigler,  Bingham,  Chesnut,  Clingman,  Davis, 
Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Green,  Gwin,  Hale,  Hammond,  Hunter,  Iverson, 
Johnson  of  Arkansas,  Lane,  Mason,  Nicholson,  Pearce,  Polk,  Powell, 
Saulsbury,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toombs,  Trumbull. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bragg,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Clark,  CoUamer, 
Crittenden,  Dixon,  Doolittle,  Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Har- 
lan, Hemphin,  Johnpon  of  Tennessee,  Pugh,  Seward,  Simmons,  Sum- 
ner, Ten  Eyck,  Wade,  Wigf all,  Wilson. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pugh  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote 
amending  the  eighth  article  by  striking  out  the  words  as  aforesaid, 

It  was  determmed  by  the  negative. 

After  further  debate. 

On  the  question,  Shall  the  said  words  proposed  to  be  inserted  in 
lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out  of  the  8th  article  stand  as  part  of  the 
8th  article? 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  w5^g  oa 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bragg,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Clark,  Collamer, 
Doolittle,  Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Harlan,  Hemphill,  Mason, 
Seward,  Simmons,  Sumner,  Wade,  Walkinson,  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Benjamin,  Bigler,  Bingham,  Brown,  Chesnut,  Clingman, 
Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Green,  Hale,  Hammond,  Hunter,  Johnson 
of  Ark.,  Johnson  of  Tenn.,  Lane,  Pearce,  Polk,  Powell,  Pugh,  Rice, 
Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toombs,  Trumbull,  Wigf  all. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale  to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of 
the  said  treaty  to  the  first  Monday  of  December  next. 

It  was  determined  in  the  ^^S^^i^^nfiavs  ""    26 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  tiie  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Cameron,  Chandler^  Clark,  Collamer, 
Doolittle,  Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Hale,  Hammond,  Harlan, 
King,  Pearce,  Reward,  Sumner,  TrumbuU,  Wade,  WLUon. 

*Tnoee  who  voted  in  the  negative  are. 
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Messrs.  Anthony,  Benjamin,  Bigler,  Bragg,  Chesnut,  Clincman, 
Crittenden,  Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Green,  Gwin,  Hunter,  Johnson 
of  Ark.,  Johnson  of  Tenn.,  Lane,  Mason,  Nicholson,  Polk,  Powell, 
Pugh,  Sebastian,  Simmons,  Slidell,  Toombs,  Wigfall. 

After  further  debate^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bigler  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pugh  to  recommit  the  said  treaty  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Powell  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

No  further  amendment  being  made,  the  treaty  was  reported  to  the 
Senate;  and  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  made  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  wit : 

Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  of  the  8th  article 
stand  as  part  of  the  said  article? 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative  \  ^^vs  20 

Tliose  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bigler,  Bragg,  Brown,  Chesnut,  Clingman,  Davis,  Fitch, 
Fitzpatrick,  Green,  Gwin,  Hammond,  Hunter:  Johnson  of  Ark., 
Johnson  of  Tenn.,  Lane,  Mason,  Pearce,  Polk,  Powell,  Pugh,  Eice, 
Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toombs,  Trumbull,  Wigfall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bingham,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Clark,  Dollamer, 
Doolittle,  Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Hale,  Harlan,  King, 
Seward,  Simmons,  Sumner,  Wade,  Wilkinson,  Wilson. 
'  On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons  to  amend  the  treaty  by  inserting  the 
words  as  proposed  by  him  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in  lieu  of  the 
words  stricken  out  of  the  8th  article, 

On  the  question:  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  inserted  stand 
as  part  of  the  8th  article? 

r  Yeas  21 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative  <  jj^yg  03 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bragg,  Cameron,  Clark,  CoUamer,  Doolittle, 
Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Green,  Grimes,  Halan,  Hemphill,  Mason, 
Polk,  Bice,  Seward,  Simmons,  Sumner,  Wade,  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bigler,  Bingham,  Brown,  Chesnut,  Clingman,  Davis, 
Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Hale,  Hammond,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Ark., 
Johnson  of  Tenn.,  King,  Lane,  Pearce,  Powell,  Sebastian,  SlideU, 
Toombs,  TriunbuUj  Wigfall,  Yulee. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved  (ttvo-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate 
adviae  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  of  transits  and  commerce 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  dated  at 
Vera  Cruz,  December  14th,.  1859,  with  the  following  amendments  to  wit : 
Article  VIIT.  Strike  out  all  of  the  sfrtd  article  In  the  follovVing  words: 
"  The  two  Republics  liliewlse  agree  that,  from  the  list  of  merchandise  here 
annexed,  tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States  shall  select  those  which,  being  the 
natural  industrial  or  manufactured  products  of  either  of  the  two  Republics 
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may  be  admitted  for  sale  and  consumption  In  either  of  the  two  countries  under 
conditions  of  a  perfect  reciprocity,  whether  they  be  considered  free  of  duty,  or 
at  a  rate  of  duty  to  be  fixed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States ;  it  being  the 
intention  of  the  Mexican  Republic  to  admit  the  articles  in  question  at  the 
lowest  rate  of  duty,  and  even  free  if  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  consents 
thereto.  Their  introduction  from  one  to  the  other  Republic  shall  be  made 
at  the  points  which  the  Governments  of  both  Republics  may  fix  upon  as  the 
limits  or  boundaries  thereof  ceded  and  granted  for  the  transits,  and  in  perpetuity 
by  this  convention,  either  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuantepec  or  from  the  Gulf 
of  California  to  the  interior  frontier  between  Mexico  and  the  United  States. 
If  any  similar  privileges  should  be  granted  by  Mexico  to  other  nations  at 
the  termini  of  the  aforesaid  transits  upon  the  Gulfs  of  Mexico  and  California, 
and  upon  the  Pacific  Ocean,  it  shall  be  in  consideration  of  the  same  conditions 
and  stipulations  of  reciprocity  which  are  imposed  upon  the  United  States  by 
the  terms  of  this  convention." 

SCHEDULE  ANNEXED  TO  ABTICLE  VIll. 

Animals  of  all  kinds. 

Flows,  and  loose  iron  bars. 

Ric^c. 

Poultry  and  fresh  eggs. 

Quicksilver. 

Stone  coal. 

Fresh,  salted,  and  smoked  meats. 

Wood  and  Iron  houses. 

Raw  lildes. 

Horns. 

Chile,  or  red  pepper. 

Drawings  and  models  of  large  machinery,  buildings,  monuments,  and  boats. 

Boats  of  all  sizes  and  classes  for  the  navigation  of  the  rivers  on  the  frontier. 

Brooms,  and  material  for  their  manufacture. 

Bridle-bits. 

Fresh,  dried,  and  sugared  fruits. 

Type,  spaces,  plates  for  printing  or  engraving  rules,  vignettes,  and  print- 
ing-ink. 

Printed  books  of  all  classes  bound  in  paper  (pamphlet  bound). 

Hops. 

Timber,  unwrought,  and  firewood. 

Butter  and  cheese. 

Geographical  and  nautical  maps,  and  topographical  plans. 

Marble,  wrought,  and  unwrought. 

Machines  and  Implements  for  agriculture,  farming,  mining,  for  the  deve!oi>- 
ment  of  the  arts  and  sciences,  and  their  fixtures,  either  loose  or  for  tlielr  repair. 

Dyewood. 

Fish,  tar,  turpentine,  and  ashes. 

Plants,  trees,  and  shrubbery. 

Slates  for  roofing  purposes. 

Common  s^\t. 

Riding-saddles. 

Palm-leaf  hats. 

Plaster  of  Paris  (gypsum). 

Vegetables. 

Undressed  sheepskins. 

Grain  of  all  kinds  and  from  which  bread  Is  made. 

Flour. 

Wool 

Lard. 

Tallow. 

Lather,  and  manufactures  of  leather. 

Every  species  of  textile  or  woven  fabric  of  cotton,  excepting  that  calleil  brown 
sheeting  (manta  trlguena)."  ^ 

t      t  r 

The  Senate,  by  unajjiimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consi^r  the  said 
resolution.  . 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Wigfall  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding 
thereto  the  following,  to  wit.  Add  as  an  additional  article  to  the 
treaty  the  following  words : 

And  it  is  furtJier  stipulated  and  agreed  that  fugitives  from  service  and  from 
justice  shall  he  mutually  surrendered  by  the  authorities  of  the  respective  Ow- 
eminent s  on  the  demand  of  the  Ooremment  from  which  the  fugitives  fled  or 
escaped. 

On  the  question,  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the  resolution? 

{Yeas  22 

Navs  "        20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bigler,  Bragg,  Brown,  Clingman,  Davis,  Fitzpatrick,  Green, 
Hammond,  Hemphill,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Tenn.,  Lane,  Mason, 
Pearce,  Polk,  Powell,  Pugh,  Rice,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toombs,  Wig- 
fall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bingham,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Clark,  Doolittle, 
Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Hale,  Harlan,  King,  Seward,  Sim- 
mons, Sunmer,  Trumbull,  Wade,  Wilkinson,  Wilson. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  said  resolution. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,!  \t^^  07 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bragg,  Clingman,  Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Green,  Gwin, 
Hemphill,  Johnson^of  Ark.,  Johnson  of  Tenn.,  Lane,  Mason,  Polk, 
Pugh,  Rice,  Sebastian,  Toombs. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bigler,  Bingham,  Brown,  Cameron,  Chandler, 
Clark,  Collamer,  Doolittle,  Fessenden,  Foot,  Foster,  Grimes,  Hale, 
Hammond,  Harlan,  Hunter,  King,  Pearce,  Seward,  Simmons,  Slidell, 
Sumner,  Trumbull,  Wade,  Wilkinson,  Wilson. 

So  it  was 

Resolvedy  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratlflcatlon  of  the 
treaty  of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic,  dated  at  Vera  Cruz  December  14th,  1859. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  Presideiit  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  that 
the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty 
of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of  Ameriea  and 
the  Mexican  Republic. 

Ordered,  That  the  consideration  of  said  motion  be  postponed  to  tomorrow.     . 
Wednesday,  Juke  27, 1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion  of  Mr.  Simmons,  on 
the  31st  of  May,  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  on  the  resolution 
of  the  Senate  not  to  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty 
of  transits  and  commerce  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Mexican  Republic,  dated  at  Vera  Cruz,  December  14,  1859. 

On  the  question.  Will  the  Senate  agree  thereto? 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  Yeas:  26;  Nays:  15. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bigler,  Brag^,  Bright,  Chesnut,  Clingman,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Gwin,  Hemphill,  Hunter, 
Iverson,  Mallory,  Mason,  Nicholson,  Powell,  Pugh,  Eice,  Saulsbury, 
Simmons,  Thompson,  Wilson,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Chandler,  CoUamer,  Doolittle,  Fessenden.  Grimes, 
Hale,  Hammond,  Harlan,  King,  Simmer,  Ten  Eyck,  Trumbull,  Wade, 
Wilkinson. 

So  the  vote  on  the  said  resolution  of  the  Senate  was  reconsidered. 

Amendments  having  been  proposed  by  Mr.  Simmons, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Wilson, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  treaty  and  the  proposed 
amendments  be  postponed  to  the  flrsrt  Monday  in  December  next. 

TBEATY  WITH  SPAIN,  1860,  FOB  SETTLEMENT  OF  CLAIKS. 

Tuesday,  May  4,  1860. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  By  Mr.  Buchanan,  his  secretary. 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  its  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  for  the  settlement  of  claims, 
signed  at  Madrid  on  the  5th  of  March,  last. 

Jambs  Buchanan. 

Washington,  May  5,  J860, 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  to  arrange 
certain  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  arising  under  a  provi- 
sional decree,  issued  by  the  authorities  of  the  Island  of  Cuba,  signed 
at  Madrid  on  the  5th  day  of 'March,  1860,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  convention,  together  with  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent, he  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confi- 
dence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  May  16, 1860. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  4th  inst.,  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  Spain,  to  arrange  certain  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
arising  under  a  provisional  decree  issued  by  the  authorities  of  the 
island  of  Cuba,  signed  at  Madrid  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1860, 
reported  it  without  amendment. 

Tuesday,  June  26,  1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  to  arrange 
certain  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  arising  under  a  pro- 
visional decree  issued  by  the  authorities  of  the  Island  of  Cuba,  signed 
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at  Madrid  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1860,  was  read  the  second  tune 
and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Smnner  to  amend  the  first  and  second  articles, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  June  27, 1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  to  ar- 
range certain  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  arising  under 
a  provisional  decree  issued  by  the  authorities  of  the  island  of  Cuba, 
signed  at  Madrid  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1860,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  yesterday  by  Mr.  Sumner,  to  wit : 

Article  1.  Strike  out  the  words  "one  hundred  thousand  dollars'*;  also  strike 
out  the  following  words :  "  and  the  remainder,  to  wit,  twenty-eight  thousand  six 
hundred  and  thirty-five  dollars  and  fifty-four  cents,  shall  remain  under  the 
control  of  the  Spanish  Government  until  the  fulfillment  of  the  award  which 
may  be  rendered  by  the  commission  hereafter  established  in  re8i)ect  to  the 
claims  pending  for  many  years  for  the  capture  of  the  schooner  caUo«l  the 
Amistad. 

**  If  the  amount  should  be  adverse  to  the  Amistad  claimants,  or  if  the  Oovern- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  complying  with  it,  should  pay  the  sum  that  may  be- 
come due  in  virtue  thereof,  then  the  Government  of  Her  Catholic  Majesty 
binds  itself  to  pay  the  said  residue  retained  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  within  the  term  of  three  months  after  the  occurrence  of  either  of  the  two 
cases  mentioned ;  but  if  the  decision  should  be  favorable  to  the  Amistad  claim- 
ants, and  the  American  Government  should  refuse  to  fulfiU  the  said  award  or 
neglect  its  fulfillment  for  one  year  from  the  day  of  Its  rendition,  then  the 
Government  of  Her  Catholic  Majesty  shall  pay  to  the  Amistad  claimants  the 
sum  retained ;  and  if  the  said  sum  retained  shall  be  more  than  sufficient  to  sat- 
isfy the  awards,  then  the  Government  of  Her  Catholic  Majesty  shall  pay  to 
the  United  States  the  excess  for  distribution  among  the  Cuban  claimants; 
but  if,  on  the  contrary,  the  sum  retained  shall  be  Insuflicient,  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  binds  itself  to  pay  to  the  Government  of  Her  Catholic 
Majesty  the  diflPerence  for  the  use  of  the  Amistad  claimants.  And  the  United 
States  agrees  also  /to  pay  to  the  said  Cuban  claimants  the  amount  of  the 
sum  retained  or  any  part  thereof  which  may  be  applied  by  Spain  under  this  con- 
vention to  satisfying  the  Amistad  claimants."  • 

Article  2.  Strike  out  the  words  "  including  the  Amistad  claims." 
On  the  question,  Shall  the  words  so  proposed  to  be  stricken  out 
stand  as  part  of  the  treaty  ? 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  \t^„  13 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bigler,  Bragg,  Brown,  Chestnut,  Clingman,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Grimes,  Gwin,  Hale,  Harlan, 
Hemphill,  Hunter,  Iverson,  Johnson  of  Ark.,  Mallory,  Mason,  Nichol- 
son, Fowell,  Jlice,  Saulsbury,  Thomson,  Toombs,  Trumbull,  Wigfall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Chandler,  CoUamer,  Doolittle,  Durkee,  Fessen- 
den,  Foot,  King,  Simmons,  Sumner,  TenEyck,  Wade,  Wilson. 

No  further  amendment  being  proposed,  •  the  convention  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  coincurrinff)t  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  Spain,  to  arrange  certain  claims  of  citizc^ns  of  the  United  States, 
arising  under  a  provisiotoal  decree  issued  by  the  authorities  of  the  island  of 
Cuba,  signed  at  Madrid  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1860. 
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The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 

resolution;  and 

On  the  question,  Will  the  Senate  agree  thereto? 

.       f  Yeas  26 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  jjnyg  ij 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bigler,  Brag^,  Bright,  Brown,  Chestnut,  Cling- 
inan,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Gwin,  Hemphill,  Hunter, 
Iverson,  Johnson  of  Ark.,  Mallory,  Mason,  Nicholson,  Powell,  Pugh, 
Bice,  Saulsbury,  Thomson,  Toombs,  Wigiall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Chandler,  Collamer^  Doolittle,  Durkee,  Fessenden,  Foot, 
Grimes,  Hale,  Harlan,  King,  Smimons,  Sumner,  Ten  Eyck,  Trumbull, 
Wade,  Wilkinson,  Wilson. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Simmons  to  reconsider  the  vote  that  the  Senate 
do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  said  convention 
between  the  United  States  and  Spain. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

After  debate. 

On  the  question,  will  the  Senate  agree  to  the  said  resolutions  to 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  Spain,  with  the  amendments,  as  aforesaid  ? 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  jj^^^g  28 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bigler,  Bragg,  Bright,  Brown,  Chesnut,  Cling- 
man,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Fitch,  Fitzpatrick,  Gwin,  Hemphill,  Iverson, 
Johnson  of  Ark.,  Mallory,  Mason,  Nicholson,  Powell,  Pugh,  Eice, 
Saulsbury,  Thomson,  Yulee. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Chandler,  CoUamer,  Doolittle,  Durkee,  Fessen- 
den, Foot,  Grimes,  Hale,  Harlan,  King,  Simmons,  Sumner,  Ten 
Eydc,  Trumbull,  Wade,  Wilkinson,  Wilson. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the 
convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  to  arrange  certain  claims  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States  arising  under  a  provisional  decree  issued  by  the 
authorities  of  the  island  of  Cuba,  signed  at  Madrid  on  5th  day  of  March,  1860. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Thursdat,  June  28,  1860. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard  that  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed 
from  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  Spain,  signed  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1860. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.'  Anthony,  Bayard,  Bright,  Ghesnut,  Crittenden,  t)avis, 
Dnrkee,  Fitzpirttick,  Foot,  Ghnrin,  Hale,  Hammond,  Hemphill,  John- 
son of  Ark.^ohnson  of  Tenn.,  Kennedy,  King,  Lane,  Mallory,  Mason, 
Nicholson,  Powell,  Pugh,  Rice,  Sebastian,  Sunmons,  Trumbull,  Wig- 
fall,  Wilkinson,  x  ulee. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Bigler,  Brown,  Iversin,  Polk. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Wigf  all  to  reconsider  the  vote  of  the  Senate  to 
remove  the  injunction  oi  secrecy  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate 
on  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

TBEATY    WITH   BELGIUM    BEULTINO   TO    THE   ACQUIBIHa    AND 
INHEBITINO  PBOPEBTY,  AXXOXXST  25,  1852. 

Wednesdat,  December  15,  1852. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  convention  with  Belgium,  received  the  30th  August.  1852, 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Wednesday,  March  9, 1853. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  15th  December  last,  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  Belgium,  for  regulating  the  right  of 
inheriting  and  acquiring  property,  concluded  at  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington the  25th  day  of  August,  1852,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Tuesday,  March  15, 1853^. 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Belgium 
for  regulating  the  right  of  inheriting  and  acquiring  property,  con- 
cluded at  the  city  of  Washington  the  23d  day  of  August,  1852,  waS 
read  the  second  time,  and  considered  as  in  Ccnmnittee  of  the  Whole; 
and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

TxTESDAY,  Decbmbeb  20,  1858. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  foUowing  treaties  heretofore  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  the  President,  and  not  definitely  acted  on,  be  again  referred  to  the  Ck)m- 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
to  wit : 

Ck>nvention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Belgium  for  regulat- 
ing the  right  of  inheriting  and  acquiring  property,  concluded  at  the  city  of 
Washington  the  25th  day  of  August,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1852. 

SXTBADITIOK  TBBATY  WITH  BSLOHTH,  FEBBXXABY  11,  1863. 

Thtjbsdat,  Februabt  17,  1853. 

The  following  messages  were  receired  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  By  Mr.  Fillmore,  his  secretary: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States : 

4  I  herewith  communicate  to  the  Senate,  for  Its  consideration  with  a  view  to 
ratification,  a  convention  on  the  subject  of  the  extradition  of  fugitives  from 
justice,  between  the  United  States  and  Belgium,  ooocluded  and  signed  In  this 
city  on  the  Uth  Instant  by  the  req[iectlve  plenlpotantlhries.    > 

Mctj^aiu)  Fillmore. 

Washington,  Uth  Februarur  l^S. 

The  messages  were  read. 
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The  treaty  of  extradition  between  the  United  States  and  Belgium, 
<;oncIaded  at  Washington  the  11th  of  February,  1858,  was  read  the 
first  time;  and, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered^  That  the  treaty  and  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  nse  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  Mabch  9,  1858. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  24th  February  last,  the  treaty  of  extradition  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Belgium,  concludea  at  Washington  the 
11th  February,  1858,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

The  said  treaty  was  read  the  second  time,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole;  and. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  it  Ue  on  the  tahle. 

TiTESDAT,  Decbmbeb  20,  1858. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  treaties  heretofore  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  the  President,  and  not  definitely  acted  on,  be  again  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Belatlons  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
to  wit:     ♦    ♦    ♦ 

Treaty  of  extradition  between  the  United  States  and  Belginm»  concluded  at 
Washington  the  11th  February,  1853. 

TBEATY  BETWEEN  THE  TTITITED  STATES  AND  OBEAT  BBITAIN 
FOB  THE  ESTABLISHMENT  OP  INTBBNATIONAL  COPYBIOHT, 
FBBBI7ABT  17,  1853. 

Thursday,  February  24,  1853. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Fillmore,  His  Secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  with  tlie  view  to  its  ratification,  a  eonvention  which 
was  yesterday  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the 
establishment  of  international  copyright. 

MnXAUD  FUJLMORE. 

Washington,  February  ISth,  185Z, 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  for  the  establishment  of  international  copyright, 
concluded  at  Washington  the  17th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  or 
our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty -three,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  convention  and  the  message  therewith  be  refferred  to  the 
Onmnittee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  nse  of  the 
Senate. 

TtTESDAY,  March  15, 1853. . , 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Conmiittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom  was 
referred,  the  24th  February  last  the  convention  with  Great  Britain 
for  the  establishment  of  international  copyright,  reported  it  without 
amendment 


Digitized  by 


Google 


172  BATIFICATION  OF  TBEATIES. 

Tuesday,  Afbil  5,  1853. 

The  convention  with  Her  Britannic  Majesty  for  the  establishment 
of  international  copyright,  concluded  at  Wa^ington  the  17th  day  of 
February,  in  the  year  or  our  Lord  1858,  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
considered  ajs  in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  It  lie  on  the  table. 

Tuesday,  December  20,  1863. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  treaties  heretofore  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  the  President,  and  not  definitely  acted  on,  be  again  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  B^oreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  to  wit : 

Convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
for  the  establishment  of  international  copyright,  concluded  at  Washington  the 
17th  day  of  February,  In  the  year  of  our  T^rd  1853. 

Tuesday,  January  24, 1854. 

Mr.  Everett,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  which 
was  referred,  the  20th  December  lastj  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  Her  Britannic  Majesty  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  international  copyright,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Wednesday,  February  8,  1854. 

Mr.  Brodhead  presented  memorials  from  Samuel  Allen  and  three 
hundred  and  sixty-two  other  citizens  of  Pennsylvania,  remonstrating 
against  the  ratification  of  a  treaty  with  Great  Britain  for  the  creation 
of  any  international  copyright  between  that  country  and  the  United 
States. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  memorials  He  on  the  table. 

Thursday,  February  9, 1854. 

Mr.  Brodhead  presented  memorials  from  James  C.  Vogdes  and 
other  citizens  of  Pennsylvania,  remonstrating  against  the  ratification 
of  a  treaty  with  Great  Britain  for  the  creation  of  any  international 
copyright  between  that  countrjr  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Fish  presented  a  memorial  from  Leonard  Scott  and  Company 
and  forty-three  other  citizens  of  New  York  upon  the  same  subject. 

Ordered,  That  those  several  memorials  Ue  on  the  tahle. 
Monday,  February  13, 1854. 

Mr.  Mallory  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  international 
copyright  treaty  now  before  the  Senate,  and  that  the  consideration  of  said 
treaty  be  in  open  session. 

Mr.  Brodhead  presented  a  memorial  of  T.  T.  Carter  and  thirtieen 
other  citizens,  and  a  memorial  of  Phillips,  Sampson  and  C!ompany 
and  seventy-one  other  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  all  protesting  against 


Digitized  by 


Google 


BATIFIGATION  OF  TREATIES.  173 

the  ratification  of  the  international  copyright  treaty  with  Great 
Britain;  and 
Ordered,  That  the  said  memorials  lie  on  the  table. 

Tuesday,  February.14,  1854. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Webster,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  its  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification, 
an  additional  article  to  the  convention  for  the  establishment  of  international 
copyright,  which  was  concluded  at  Washington  on  the  17th  of  Febnmry,  1853, 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  extending 
the  time  limited  in  that  convention  for  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  the 
same. 

B^ANKMN  Pierce. 

Washington,  February  IS,  1854. 

The  message  was  read. 

The  additional  article  to  the  convention  for  the  establishment  of 
international  copyright  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
Her  Britannic  Majesty,  concluded  at  Washington  the  17th  of  Febru- 
ary, 1853,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  additional  article  and  the  message  communicating  the 
same  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

♦  ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

Friday,  February  24, 1854. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution ;  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  be  directed  to  address  a  note  on 
behalf  of  the  Senate  to  each  Senator,  putting  the  following  interrogatories : 

1st  Whether  he  has  any  information  which  will  enable  the  Senate  to  ascer- 
tain In  what  way,  or  by  whose  instrumentality,  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  and 
that  with  Great  Britain  relating  to  copyright,  and  the  amendment  to  the  latter 
ofifered  by  a  Sehator  from  Massachusetts,  or  either  of  them,  which  are  now 
depending  before  the  Senate,  have  been  disclosed  in  violation  of  the  thirty-ninth 
rule  and  been  published  in  the  public  Journals. 

2d.  Whether  he  has  any  Information  which  will  enable  the  Senate  to  ascertain 
in  what  way  or  by  whose  instrumentality  the  debates  in  the  Senate  and  the 
remarks  made  in  debate  by  individual  Senators,  whilst  the  Senate  was  in 
executive  session  on  the  nomination  of  George  N.  Sanders  as  consul  at  London, 
were  in  Uke  manner  disclosed  in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and  been 
published  in  said  journals ;  and  that  at  the  end  of  one  week  after  the  date  of 
said  note  he  communicate  the  replies  that  are  received  to  the  same  to  the  Senate 
in  executive  session. 

Mr.  Everett  presented  the  memorial  of  E.  H.  Higgins  and  sixty- 
four  other  citizens  of  Massachusetts  remonstrating  against  the  ratifi' 
cation  of  the  international  copyright  treaty  with  Great  Britain. 

Ordered,  That  it  Ue  on  the  table. 

TtTBSDAY,  March  7,  1854. 

'  Mr.  Everett  presented  the  memoriial  of  Charles  M.  Owen  and  sixty- 
three  other  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  remonstrating  against  the  ratifi- 
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cation  of  a  treaty  with  Great  Britain  for  the  establishment  of  an 
international  copyright. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

Note. — ^Treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  con- 
cluded at  the  City  of  Mexico,  tlje  30th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
eighteen  hundred  and  lifty-three.     (Gadsden  Treaty.) 

This  treaty  was  presented  December  30,  1853,  and  was  rejected  as  it  stood,. 
not  by  vote,  but  reference  to  Committee,  which  later  reported  an  amended 
treaty  which  was  rejected  April  17,  1854,  for  the  time  being,  but  consideratioD 
was  resumed  and  further  amendments  introduced,  and  ratification  advised  by 
the  Senate.     (Library  of  Congress  number  F786.U58.) 

TBEAT7  WITH  MEXICO  OF  DBCEMBSB  30,  1853. 

Friday,  February  10, 1864. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Webster,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  its  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  signed  by  Oie 
plenipotentiaries  of  the  parties  in  the  City  of  Mexico  on  the  30th  of  Decem- 
ber last.  Certain  amendments  are  proposed  to  the  instrument,  as  hereinafter 
specified,  viz : 

,  In  order  to  make  the  duties  and  obligations  stipulated  in  the  second  article 
reciprocal,  it  is  proposed  to  add  to  that  article  the  following: 

"And  the  Government  of  Mexico  agrees  that  the  stipulations  contained  In 
this  article  to  be  performed  by  the  United  States  shall  be  reciprocal,  and 
Mexico  shall  be  under  lii^e  obligations  to  the  United  States  and  the  citizens 
thereof  as  those  herein  above  imposed  on  the  latter  in  favor  of  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  and  Mexican  citizens.** 

It  is  also  recommended  that  for  the  3d  article  of  the  original  treaty  tbe 
following  shall  be  adopted  as  a  substitute: 

"  In  consideration  of  the  grants  received  by  the  United  States  and  the 
obligations  relinquished  by  the  Mexican  Republic  pursuant  to  this  treaty,  the 
former  agree  to  pay  to  the  latter  tlie  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  in  gold 
or  silver  coin  at  the  Treasury  at  Washington,  ono-flfth  of  the  amount  on  the 
exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  present  treaty  at  Washington,  and  the  remaining^ 
four-fifths  in  monthly  installments  of  three  millions  each,  with  interest  at  the 
rate  of  six  per  cent  per  annum  until  the  whole  be  paid,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  reserving  the  right  to  pay  up  the  whole  sum  of  fifteen  millions 
at  an  earlier  date,  as  may  be  to  it  convenient. 

"The  United  States  also  agree  to  assume  all  the  claims  of  their  citizena 
against  the  Mexican  Republic  which  may  have  arisen  under  treaty  or  the  law 
of  nations  since  the  date  of  the  signature  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe.  And  the 
Mexican  Republic  agrees  to  exonerate  the  United  States  of  America  from  alt 
claims  of  Mexico  or  Mexican  citizens  which  may  have  arisen  under  treaty  or 
the  law  of  nations  since  the  date  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  so  that  each 
Government  in  the  most  formal  and  effective  manner  shall  be  exempted  and 
exonerated  of  all  such  obligations  to  each  other  respectively." 

I  also  recommend  that  the  8th  article  be  modified  by  striking  out  all  after 
the  word  "  attempts,"  in  the  twenty-third  line  of  that  article.  The  part  to  be 
omitted  is  as  follows: 

"  They  mutually  and  especially  obll)2^te  themselves  in  all  cases  of  such  law- 
less enterprises  which  may  not  have  been  prevented  through  the  civil  authori- 
ties before  formation,  to  aid  with  the  naval  and  military  forces,  on  due  notice 
being  given  by  the  aggrieved  party  of  the  aggressions  of  the  citizens  and  sub- 
jects of  the  other,  so  that  the  lawless  adventurers  may  be  pursued  and  over- 
taken on  the  high  seas,  their  elements  of  war  destroyed,  and  the  deluded  cap- 
tives held  responsible  in  their  persons,  and  meet  wUh  the  merited  retribution 
inflicted  by  the  laws  of  nations  against  all  such  disturbers  of  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  contiguous  and  friendly  powers.    It  being  understood  that  in  all 
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cases  of  successful  pursuit  and  capture,  the  delinquents  so  captured  shfdl  be 
judged  and  punished  by  the  Government  of  that  nation  to  which  the  vessel 
capturing  them  may  belong,  conformably  to  the  laws  of  each  nation." 

At  the  close  of  the  instrument  it  will  also  be  advisable  to  substitute  seventy- 
eighth  for  seventy-seventh  year  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States. 

Fbankijn  Pierce. 

Washington,  10  February,  185^. 

The  messages  were  read. 

The  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican 
Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-tnree,  was  read 
the  first  time. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Rusk, 

Ordered,  That  the  treaty  and  the  messa^  communicating  the  same  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  printed  in  confidence  tor 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Thursday,  February  16, 1854. 

Mr.  Mallory  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  to  consist  of  five  members,  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President  pro  tempore,  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  manner  and 
means  by  which  the  pending  treaty  with  Mexico  and  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent transmitted  with  the  treaty  have  been  made  pubUc;  and  that  they  have 
power  to  compel  the  producation  of  papers  and  the  attendance  of  witnesses. 

Friday,  February  24,  1854. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  imanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  be  directed  to  address  a  note  on 
behalf  of  the  Senate  to  each  Senator,  putting  the  following  Interrogatories : 

Ist  Whether  he  has  any  information  which  will  enable  the  Senate  to  ascer- 
tain in  what  way,  or  by  whose  instrumentality,  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  and 
that  with  Great  Britain  relating  to  copyright,  and  the  amendment  to  the  latter 
offered  by  a  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  or  either  of  them,  which  are  now 
depending  before  the  Senate,  have  been  disclosed  in  violation  of  the  thirty- 
ninth  rule  and  been  published  in  the  public  journals. 

2d.  Whether  he  has  any  information  which  will  enable  the  Senate  to  ascer- 
tain in  what  way  or  by  whose  instrumentality  the  debates  in  the  Senate  and 
the  remarks  made  in  debate  by  Individual  Senators,  whilst  the  Senate  was  In 
executive  session  on  the  nomination  of  George  N.  Sanders  as  consul  at  Lon- 
don, were  in  like  manner  disclosed  in  violation  of  the  rul^s  of  the  Senate  and 
been  published  in  said  Journals;  and  that  at  the  end  of  one  week  after  the 
date  of  said  note  he  communicate  the  replies  that  are  received  to  the  same  to 
the  Senate  in  executive  session. 

FfimAY,  March  9, 1854. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Selations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  10th  of  February,  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Eepiiblic,  concluded  at  the  city 
of  Mejcico,  the  30th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eight- 
een hundred  and  fifty-three,  reported  it  with  amendments,  as  fol- 
lows, viz : 

'  The  Committee  on  Poreien  Relations,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Re- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


176  RATIFIOATION  OF  TBBATIBS. 

public  of  the  30th  December,  1853,  report  the  same  to  the  Senate  with 
the  following  amendments : 

Article  1st  After  the  word  "  lake,"  at  the  end  of  the  first  clause,  Insert : 

Provided,  That  ''the  moat  northern  part  of  the  Qulf  of  California"  men- 
tioned in  this  article  shall  be  indicated  by  a  parallel  of  latitude  to  be  dratvn 
at  the  distance  of  one  marine  league  south  of  the  moat  aoutJiem  point  of  the 
island  called  "Montague  Island"  as  the  sams  is  laid  down  on  the  chart  of 
"  the  reconnaissance  of  the  Colorado  River"  by  George  H,  Derby,  lieutenant 
United  States  Topographical  Engineers,  December,  1850,  which  chart,  attested 
by  the  signature  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  and  bearing 
the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State  of  the  United  States,  for  greater  certainty 
is  hereto  annexed. 

Article  2d,  line  10.  Strike  out  the  word  **  obligation  "  and  Insert  obligations. 

Article  2d,  line  12.  After  the  word  "  Guadaloupe,"  Insert : 

And  the  thirty-third  article  of  a  treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigaticm 
bfitireen  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  United  Mexican  States,  ''con- 
eluded  at  Mexico  on  the  5th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  1831" 

Article  2,  line  12.  Strike  out  the  word  "  has  "  and  Insert  have. 

Article  2,  line  13.  Strike  out  the  word  "  is  "  and  insert  are. 

Article  4,  line  33.  After  the  word  "and"  insert  whichsoever  place  of  meet- 
ing may  be  designated. 

And  the  committee  recommend  that  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  Presi- 
dent l>e  agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  with  the  addition  and  modification  specified 
in  their  proper  places  In  the  said  amendments,  as  following,  viz : 

Article  2.  At  the  end  thereof  add  the  following : 

And  the  Government  of  Mexico  agrees  that  the  stipulations  contained  in 
this  article  to  be  performed  by  the  United  States  shall  be  reciprocal,  and  Mexico 
shall  be  under  like  obligations  to  the  United  States  and  the  citizens  thereof 
as  those  herein  above  imposed  on  the  latter  in  favor  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico 
and  Mexican  citizens. 

Article  3.  Strike  out  the  whole  of  the  same  and  insert  the  following  In  lieu 
thereof : 

Article  3.  In  consideration  of  the  grants  received  by  thfC  United  States,  and 
the  obligations  relinquished  hy  the  Mexican  Republic  pursuant  to  this  treaty, 
the  former  agree  to  pay  to  the  latter  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  in  gold 
or  silver  coin  at  the  Treasury  at  Washington,  one-fifth  of  the  amount  on  the 
exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  present  treaty  at  Washington,  and  the  re- 
maining four-fifths  in  monthly  installments  of  three  miUUms  each,  with  interest 
at  the  rate  of  six  per  cent  per  annum,  until  the  whole  be  paid,  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  reserving  the  right  to  pay  up  the  whole  sum  of  fifteen 
millions  at  an  earlier  date,  as  may  be  to  it  convenient. 

Here  the  committee  recommend  the  addition  of  the  following,  viz : 

That  the  last  monthly  installment  as  aforesaid  be  reserved  by  t?ie  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  until  the  boundaries  prescribed  in  Article  1   be 
"  established  "  as  provided  in  said  article, 
,  Article  3d,  second  clause,  as  proposed  by  the  President,  viz : 

The  United  States  also  agree  to  assume  all  the  claims  of  their  citizens 
against  the  Mexican  Republic  which  may  have  arisen  under  treaty  or  the  Ioao 
of  nations  since  the  date  of  the  signature  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe, 

Here  the  committee  recommend  the  insertion  of  the  following 
modification,  viz: 

Including  any  just  and  proper  indemnity  to  the  holders  of  the  so-called  con- 
cession  to  Garay  {being  citizens  of  the  United  States)  the  character  of  which 
is  knoum  to  the  correspondence  between  the  two  Governments,  but  not  to  in- 
clude compensation  for  any  loss  of  anticipated  profits. 

The  second  clause  of  article  3,  as  proposed  by  the  President,  then 
proceeds  as  follows,  viz : 

And  the  Mexican  R&pnblic  agrees  to  exonerate  the  United  States  of  Amerii  a 
from  all  claims  of  Mexico  or  Mexican  dtizen-s  which  may  have  arisen  undet^ 
treaty  or  the  laws  of  nations  since  the  date  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  9& 
that  each  Government  in  the  most  formal  and  effectit^e  manner  shall  he  ex- 
empted and  exonerated  of  all  such  obligations  to  each  other  respectively. 
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The  foUowiBg  are  the  remaining  amendments  proposed  by  the 
President,  viz: 

Article  8.  After  the  word  "  attempts/'  in  the  28th  line  of  the  printed  copy, 
strike  out  the  residue  of  the  article,  in  the  following  words,  viz : 

"They  mutually  and  especially  obligate  themselves  in  all  cases  of  such 
lawless  enterprises  which  may  not  have  been  prevented  through  the  civil 
authorities  before  formation,  to  aid  with  the  naval  and  military  forces,  on 
due  notice  being  given  by  the  aggrieved  party  of  the  aggressions  of  the 
citlzt^ns  and  subjects  of  the  other,  so  that  the  lawless  adventurers  may  ho 
pursued  and  overtaken  on  the  high  seas,  their  elements  of  war  destroyed,  and 
the  deluded  captives  held  responsible  In  their  persons  and  meet  with  the 
merit(»d  retribution  Intllcted  by  the  laws  of  nations  against  all  such  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace  and  happiness  of  contiguous  and  friendly  powers.  It 
being  understood  that  in  all  cases  of  successful  pursuit  and  capture  the  de- 
linquents so  captured  shall  be  judged  and  punished  by  the  Government  of  that 
nation  to  whicli  the  vessel  capturing  them  may  belong,  conformably  to  the 
laws  of  each  nation.'* 

In  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the  treaty  relating  to  the  year  of  Inde- 
penden<e  <»f  the  United  States,  strike  out  the  word  **  seventy-seventh  "  and  In- 
sert aevrntu-eiffhth. 

Monday,  Warch  13,  1854. 

The  ti-eaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican 
Eepublic  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-three,  was  read 
the  second  time  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields. 

Ordered,  That  the.  said  treaty,  together  with  the  amendments  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  be  printed  In  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate,  and  that  it  be  postponed  to  and  made  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Bell  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  as 
an  additional  article  to  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  March  15,  1854. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  13th  instant,  the  amendment  submitted  by  Mr. 
Bell  to  the  treaty  with  the  Mexican  Republic  of  the  30th  December, 
1853,  reborted  it  without  amendment. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  j)roceeded  to  consider 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican 
Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-tifiree ;  and 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  to  and  made  the 
order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow  at  one  o'clock. 

Mr.  Pearce  submitted  the  following  resolution ;  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  imanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  furnish 
the  Senate  confidentially  with  all  Instructions  given  to  James  Gadsden,  envoy 
extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  near  the 
Mexican  Government,  under  which  he  negotiated  the  treaty  of  the  30th  Decem- 
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ber  last,  recently  submitted  to  the  Senate,  and  also  the  correspondence  between 
the  negotiators  of  the  respective  Governments  touching  the  said  treaty,  and  also 
all  instructions,  verbal  or  otherwise,  given  to  any  agent,  and  the  name  of  such 
agent,  and  the  report  (if  any)  of  such  agent. 

MoNDAr,  March  20,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
three;  and 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Toucey, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  March  22,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Mexican  Repub- 
lic, concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-three;  and, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pettit, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  March  23, 1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Eepublic  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1853 ;  and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Weller, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  March  28,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  the  Mexican  Repub- 
lic, concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1853;  and 

After  debate. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  ApRHi  3,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  city  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  liord  1858 ;  and 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  first  amendment  reported  from 
the  Commits  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit: ..         ^  ^ 

Article  1.  After  the  work  "  lake,"  at  the  end  of  the  first  clause,  Insert: 
Providc4,  That  "  the  most  northern  part  of  the  CMf  of  California,'*  mentioned 
in  this  article,  sJiall  he  indicated  by  a  partMel  of  latUnde  to  be  drawn  at  the 
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distance  of  one  marine  league  south  of  the  most  southern  point  of  the  island 
eaUed  **  Montague  Island,*'  as  the  same  is  laid  down  on  tfie  chart  of  **  reconnais- 
sance of  the  Colorado  River "  "  by  George  H,  Derby,  lieutenant.  United  States 
Topographical  Engineers,  December,  1850*';  which  cJiart,  attested  by  the  signa- 
ture of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States  and  bearing  the  seal  of 
the  Department  of  State  gf  the  United  States,  for  the  greater  certainty,  is 
hereto  annexed.  ^ 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  these  words  stand  as  a  part  of  the 
article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  afltenativeJ  jj^^  2 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  AUen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Chase, 
Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Everett,  Fessen- 
den,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones 
of  Tennessee,  Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Shields,  Slidell,  Stuart,  Sumner, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toucey,  Wade,  Walker,  Williams,  Wrights 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams  and  Pettit. 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stuart, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  Apbil  4,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Sepublic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1853 ;  and 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Shields  submitted  the  following  amendment:  To  strike  out 
from  the  first  article  the  following  words — 

To  a  point  distant  two  marine  leagues  to  the  north  of  the  most  northern 
port  of  the  Gulf  of  CJallfomia ;  thence  In  succession  a  right  Une  to  the  inter- 
section of  the  Slst  parallel  of  latitude  north  with  111*  longitude  west  of  Green- 
wich, whence  another  right  line  to  the  31*  47'  30"  of  north  latitude,  where  the 
same  will  cross  the  boundary  line  descending  the  Rio  Grande  or  Bravo  del  Norte« 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  as  defined  In  the  5th  article  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe. 
And  it  Is  agreed  that  should  the  line  before  described  (from  the  intersection  of 
the  paraUel  81*  of  latitude  north  with  the  meridian  111*  west  of  Greenwich 
to  its  crossing  the  Rio  Grande  in  latitude  31*  47'  80")  traverse  the  Lake 
Gusman,  said  line  shall  be  broken  so  as  to  form  an  angle  at  a  point  distant  one 
marine  league  south  of  the  most  southern  part  of  that  lake:  Provided,  That 
*•  the  most  northern  part  of  the  Gulf  of  California,"  mentioned  in  this  article, 
shall  be  indicated  by  a  parallel  of  latitude,  to  be  drawn  at  the  distance  of  one 
marine  league  south  of  the  most  southern  point  of  the  island,  called  "  Montague 
Island,"  as  the  same. is  laid  down  on  the  chart  of  "  the  reconnaissance  of  the 
Colorado  River,"  by  George  H.  Derby,  lieutenant  United  States  Topographical 
Engineers,  December,  1850,"  which  chart,  attested  by  the  signature  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  and  bearing  the  seal  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  of  the  United  States,  for  greater  certainty  is  hereto  annexed. 

and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

To  the  mouth  of  said  river,  and  thence  down  the  middle  of  the  Qulf  of  Cali- 
fomia  nntU  it  reaches  a  point  vn  said  gulf  at  the  Slst  parallel  of  north  latitude, 
thfince  east  along  the  Slst  p<irallel  of  north  latitude  nntU  it  reaches  the  Rio 
Grande  where  that  parallel  <j/  latittide  strikes  said  river. 

The  question  was  then  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 
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And  it  was  determined  in  the  i^^g^^ivejjjj^^g  ^^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown,  Butler,  Clay, 
Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Mason,*Rusk,  Slidell,  Thomson 
of  N.  Jersey,  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Chase,  Clayton,  Dixon,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Geyer, 
Gwin,  James,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Walker,  Weller. 

So  two-thirds  not  having  voted  to  retain  those  words,  they  were 
stricken  out. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Weller  that  the  treaty  lie  on  the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  Jt^^vs  "  27 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Bright,  Chase,  Clayton,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fcot, 
James,  Pettit,  Shields,  Sumner,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Walker. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Dixon, 
Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Gwin, 
Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Mason,  Morton,  Busk,  Slidell, 
Stuart,  Thomson  of  X.  Jersey,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams,  Wright. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted in  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out  stand  as  part  of  the  first  article? 

{Yeas  21 

Vavs  20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Bright,  Chase,  Clayton,  Dixon.  Dodge  of  Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Foote,  Geyer,  Gwin,  James, 
Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Pettit,  Shields,  Slidell,  Stuart, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Walker. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Evans, 
Fitzpatrick,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Sumner,  Thom- 
son of  N.  Jersey,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams^  Wright. 

So  two-thirds  not  having  voted  in  the  amrmative,  those  words  were 
not  inserted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gwin, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  April  5,  1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexi- 
can Eepublic,  concluded  at  the  city  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  Decem- 
ber, in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1853 ;  and. 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Gwin  submitted  the  following  tci  be  inserted  in  lieu  of  the 
«rords  stricken  out  of  the  first  article  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Shields  the 
4th  instant: 
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To  the  moiUh  thereof,  thonco  along  the  middle  of  the  Qulf  of  California  to  the 
intersection  of  the  SI"  of  north  latitude,  thence  east  t*Hth  said  parallel  of  latitude 
to  its  intersection  ioith  the  111''  of  longitude  icest  Qf  Greentcich,  whence  another 
right  line  to  the  51**  47'  SO"  of  north  latitude,  where  the  same  tcUl  cross  the 
boundary  line  descending  the  Rio  Grande  or  Bravo  del  Norte,  to  tlie  Oulf  of 
Mexico,  as  defined  in  the  5th  article  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe.  And  it  is  agreed 
that  should  tJie  line  before  described  {from  the  intersection  of  the  parallel  SI"* 
of  latitude  north  uHth  the  meridian  IW*  west  of  Greenwich,  to  its  crossing  the 
Rio  Grande  in  latitude  Si"*  47'  30'*)  traverse  the  lake  Guzman,  said  line  shall  he 
broken  so  as  to  form  an  angle  at  a  point  distant  one  marine  league  south  of  the 
most  southern  part  of  that  lake. 

The  (juestion  was  stated,  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
first  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I  jj^^g  oa 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Dodge  oi  Iowa,  Everett,  Geyer,  Gwin, 
Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Pettit,  Shields,  Weller. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  AtcMson,  Brown,  Butler,  Cass,  Chase,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Evans,  Fessenden,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot, 
Mason,  Morton,  Pearce,  Rusk,  Slidell,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Thompson  of 
Kentucky,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright. 

So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  m  the  affirmative,  those  words  were 
not  inserted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Weller  that  the  vote  striking  out  the  words  of 
che  first  article  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Shields,  on  the  4th  instant,  be 
reconsidered, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |^^^^  ^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  hj  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown,  Butler,  Cass. 
Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Johnson,  Jones  oi 
Tennessee,  Mason,  Morton,  Eusk,  Slidell,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey^ 
Toucey,  Weller,  Williams,  Wright. 

Thase  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Chase,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett,  Fessen- 
den, Foot,  Geyer,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Pearce,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stuart, 
Sumner,  Thompson  of  Kentucky. 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  again  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  I  IL^^^ ^^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

MlBssrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Dodge 
of  Wisconsin,  Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Tennes- 
see, Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Slidell,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Toucey* 
Weller,  WilUams,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messra  Badger,  Bayard^  Chase,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett, 
Fessenden^  Foot,  Geyer,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Pearce,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stuart, 
Sumner,  Thompson  of  Kentucky. 
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So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  to  retain  those  words,  they  were 
stricken  out 
.On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thuksday,  April  6, 1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1853 ;  and. 

After  debate, 

Qn  motion  by  Mr.  Jones  of  Tennessee,  that  the  treaty  lie  on  the 
table, 


It  was  determined  in  the 


«^^f;^^  fYeas 18 

negative,j^^yg 19 


On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  ai*e, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bright,  Chase,  Clayton,  Ever- 
ett, Fessenden,  Foot,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Pearce,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stu- 
art, Sumner,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey,  Walker. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin, 
Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Johnson,  Jones  of 
Iowa,  Mason,  Morton,  Sebastian,  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mo:nday,  April  10, 1854. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico,  the  30th  day  of 
December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-three; 
and. 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Rusk  submitted  the  following  amendment  thereto : 

Strike  out  from  the  word  **  shall,"  in  line  five,  the  remaining  words  in  the  first 
clause  of  the  first  article,  as  foUows,  to  wit :  "  Proceed  from  the  point  where 
the  aforesaid  line  intersects  the  river  Colorado,  along  the  middle  of  the  deepest 
channel  of  this  river  to," 

And  insert  the  following  after  the  said  word  "  shall '' :  be  as  loUotos:  Begin* 
ning  at  the  point  on  the  Rio  Grande  where  the  parcUlel  of  SI  degrees  47  minutes 
of  north  latitude  crosses  the  same;  thence  west  one  hundred  and  fifty  miies; 
from  whence  a  right  line  shall  he  run  due  south  thirty  miles;  from  whence  a 
straight  line  shall  be  run  due  west  until  it  reaches  the  Rio  Colorado  or  Qmlf  of 
California;  thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  gulf  and  Colorado  River  umtU  it 
intersects  the  present  boundary  line  beticeen  the  United  States  and  Mexico. 

Mr.  Gwin  submitted  the  following  amendment  to  the  said  amend- 
ment, to  wit: 

Strikeout  all  after  the  words  "be  fts  follows,"  and  insert  the  following  in 
Ueu  th«t)f : 

Beginning  at  the  point  on  the  Rio  Qrande  where  the  parallel  of  SI  degrees  47 
minutes  30  seconds  of  north  latitude  crosses  the  same;  thence  running  west  one 
hundred  and  fifty  miles;  thence  due  south  thirty  miles;  thence  westerly  in  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


BATQIOATION  OF  TBBATIEa.  183 

9traiffht  U$te  wntU  it  reaches  the  Qvlf  of  California  one  marine  league  south  of 
the  most  southern  portion  of  the  Bay  of  Adair,  and  to  the  middle  of  said  gulf; 
and  thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  gulf  and  the  Colorado  River  until  it  inter- 
sects the  present  boundary  line  hetweep  the  United  States  and  Mexico. 

The  question  then  arose  upon  that  part  of  the  amendment  of  Mi*. 
Rusk  for  striking  out  the  words  mentioned. 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
first  article?  and 

It  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 

So  these  words  were  stricken  out. 

The  question  was  then  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  by  Mr. 
Gwin  to  be  inserted  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  J^®g^^iv®?]jj^g  — —  o 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas, 
Everett,  Fish,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Pearoe,  Pettit,  Pratt, 
Seward,  Shields,  Walker,  Weller. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are. 

Messers.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Brirfit,  Brown,  Cass,  Chase, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dixon,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Hunter.  Johnson, 
Jones,  Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Smitn,  Stuart, 
Sumner,  Thompson,  Williams,  Wright. 

So  two-thirds  not  having  voted  to  insert  those  words,  they  were 
not  inserted. 

The  question  was  then  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  by  Mr. 
Ru?k  to  be  inserted  stand  as  part  of  the  first  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jr^^f  ^^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  AUen^tchison,  Bell,  Brown,  Cass,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett, 
Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Hunter,  James.  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason, 
Morton,  Pearce,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell,  Smith, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Bayard,  Bright,  Chase,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Foot, 
Gwin,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Walker,  Weller. 

So  two-thirds  having  voted  to  insert  those  words,  they  were  in- 
serted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Badger, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  April  12,  1854. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Rei)ublic,  con- 
cluded at  the  City  of  Mexico,  the  30th  day  of  December,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  1853 ;  and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rusk  that  the  vote  on  agreeing  to  his  amendment 
of  the  10th  instant  to  insert  certain  words  in  the  first  article  of  the 
treaty  be  reconsidered. 

It  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Rusk,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Rusk  have  leave  to  \iithdraw  his  said  amendment. 

Mr.  Rusk  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

Insert  the  foUowlng  In  the  first  section  In  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out: 
be  as  follows:  Beginning  at  the  point  of  the  Rio  Grande,  tchere  the  parallel  5i* 
47'  of  north  latitude  crosses  the  same,  thence  due  tcest  one  hundred  miles, 
thence  south  twenty  English  miles,  thence  west  to  111th  meridian  of  longitude 
west  from  Qreenioich,  thence  in  a  straight  line  to  a  point  on  the  Colorado 
River  twenty  English  miles  helow  the  junction  of  the  Qila  and  Colorado  Rivers, 
thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  river  Colorado  until  it  intersects  the  present 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico, 

The  question  was  stated,  Sliall  these  words  stand  as  part  of  the 
first  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  afltonative,  |  jr^^g  ?q 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett, 
Fitzpatrick,  Hunter,  James,  Jolmson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Morton, 
Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell,  Smith,  Toucey,  Weller,  Wil- 
liams, Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Chase,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Pettit, 
Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Walker. 

So  two-thirds  having  voted  to  insert  those  words  they  were  inserted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rusk  to  strike  out  the  second  article  of  the  treaty 
in  the  following  words : 

''Abtiole  II. — With  the  like  desire  to  maintain  the  most  perfect  peace  and 
friendly  relations  between  both  countries,  it  has  been  agreed  that,  to  remove 
all  occasion  of  dispute  on  account  of  reclamations  to  the  present  date  founded 
on  alleged  Indian  incursions,  and  to  avoid  all  contest  upon  the  true  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  obligation  stipulated  in  the  eleven  article  of  the  treaty  of  Guada- 
lupe, the  same  has  been  and  is  hereby  abolished  and  annulled.  The  Government 
of  the  United  States  agrees,  notwithstanding  this  abrogation  and  annulment,  to 
provide  such  additional  laws  and  regulations  as  the  subject  may  in  good  faith 
require,  making  it  a  highly  penal  offense  on  the  part  of  any  inhabitant  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  Territories  thereof,  to  purchase  or  receive  horses,  mules, 
cattle,  or  property  of  any  kind,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  stolen  within 
the  limits  of  Mexican  territory  by  Indians,  or  by  any  other  persons ;  and  further- 
more, agrees  to  return,  on  demand,  to  their  legitimate  owners  what  may  have 
been  recovered  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States.  And  In  the  event  of  any 
person  or  persons  captured  upon  Mexican  territory  being  carried  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  United  States,  the  Government  of  the  latter  engages  to  use 
every  fair  and  reasonable  means  that  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  case 
will  admit  to  rescue  and  return  such  captives  to  their  own  country,  or  deliver 
them  to  an  agent  or  representative  of  the  Mexican  Government,  requiring  simply 
the  repayment  to  the  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States,  who  may  so  deliver 
or  return  them,  the  expenses  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  transmission  of 
the  rescued  captives.  Finally,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  promises 
that  on  any  occasion  she  may  have  to  remove  the  Indians  from  any  part  of  her 
territory,  or  to  settle  thereupon  her  own  citizens,  especial  care  shall  be  taken 
not  to  place  said  Indians  under  necessity  of  seeking  new  homes  by  means  of 
incursions  Into  the  Mexican  territory." 

The  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  this  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  nayS  41. 

Those  who  voted  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown, 
Chase,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett^ 
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Fessenden,  Fish,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwyn,  Hunter,  James, 
James.  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Morton,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebas- 
tian,  oeward.  Shields,  Slidell,  Smith,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Thompson 
of  Kentucky^  Toucey.  Walker,  Wellcr,  Williams,  Wright. 

So  two-thirds  not  naving  voted  for  the  ratification  of  this  article, 
it  was  stricken  out  of  the  treaty. 

Mr.  Clayton  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

Insert  the  following  as  Article  II  in  lieu  of  Article  II  stricken  out : 
Abtice  II.  The  Oovemment  of  Mexico  hereby  releases  the  United  States  from 
all  liability  on  account  of  the  obligations  contained  in  ths  eleventh  article  of  the 
treaty  of  Ouadalupe  Hidalgo,  and  the  said  article  and  the  thirty-third  article 
of  the  treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigation  bettceen  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Mexican  States,,  concluded  at  Mexico  on  the  fifth  day  of  April,, 
J 831,  are  herby  abrogated. 

The  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  this  article  ? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  {j^j^yg  '  3 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans, 
Everett,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Hunter, 
James,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Morton,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebas- 
tian, Seward,  Shields,  Slidell,  Smith,  Stuart,  Toucey,  Walker,  Weller, 
Williams,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Chase,  Pettit,  Sumner. 

So  two-thirds  having  voted  to  ratify  this  article  it  was  inserted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rusk  to- strike  out  articles  3  and  4  of  the  treaty 
as  follows: 

"Abticle  III. — In  consideration  of  the  grants  received  by  tlie  United  States^ 
and  the  obligations  relinquished  by  the  Mexican  Republic,  pursuant  to  this 
treaty,  the  former  agree  to  pay  to  the  latter  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dol- 
lars In  gold  or  silver  coin  at  the  Treasury  at  Washington,  one-fifth  of  the 
amount  on  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  present  treaty  at  Washington,  and 
the  remaining  four-fifths  In  monthly  Installments  of  three  millions  each,  with 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum  until  the  whole  be  paid,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  reserving  the  right  to  pay  up  the  whole  sum 
of  fifteen  millions  at  earlier  date  as  may  be  to  her  convenient. 

*'The  United  States  also  agree  to  assume  all  the  claims  of  their  citizens  of 
whatever  right,  title,  or  foundation  which  may  have  arisen  since  the  date  of  the 
signature  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  or  which  may  not  have  been  provided 
for  therein,  or  of  any  corporation,  company  or  citizen  of  the  same,  Including 
the  claim  of  the  so-called  concession  to  Garay,  whose  lawful  existence  Mexico 
does  not  recognize,  even  as  implied,  thus  extinguishing  this  anion*?  the  other 
claims  of  citizens  of  United  States  against  the  RepubUc  of  Mexico,  said  United 
States  obliging  themselves  not  to  make  any  payment  on  account  of  the  so-callefl 
concession  to  Garay,  without  having  previously  delivered  to  the  agent  of  the 
Mexican  Government,  accredited  at  Washington,  all  the  evidence  and  documents 
used  by  the  holders  of  said  concession  In  estabHshlng  their  rights  and  claims 
legally  relinquished  In  favor  of  Mexico  by  such  holders  and  claimants ;  and  it  Is 
agreed  In  the  reciprocal  release  of  obligations  that  the  Mexican  Republic 
exonerates  the  United  States  of  America  from  all  claims  of  Mexico  or  ^lexlcan 
citizens  which  may  have  arisen  since  the  date  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  so 
that  each  Government,  in  the  most  formal  and  effective  manner,  shall  he 
exempted  and  exonerated  of  all  obligations  to  each  other  respectively ;  whether 
of  themselves  or  In  behalf  of  their  respective  citizens  up  to  the  date  of  tho 
signature  of  the  present  treaty. 
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"AsncLB  lY. — The  GoT«niment  of  the  United  States  shall  organize  a  board  of 
commissioners,  which  shall  meet  In  the  city  of  Washington  or  of  Mexico,  as  tlie 
President  of  the  United  States  may  direct,  within  one  year  from  the  date  of 
the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
and  deciding  the  claims  assumed  by  the  United  States  in  the  preceding  article, 
according  to  the  principles  of  Justice,  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  treaty  in 
force  between  the  tsvo  Governments,  and  whose  awards  shall  be  final  and  con- 
clusive, and  the  United  States,  exonerating  Mexico  from  all  demands  on  account 
Of  the  claims  of  their  citizens  mentioned  in  the  preceding  article,  and  consider- 
ing them  entirely  and  forever  canceled,  whatever  their  amount,  undertake  to 
make  satisfaction  for  the  same,  in  a  sum  not  exceeding  five  millions  of  dollars. 
And  if,  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  their  duties,  the  board  of  commissioners 
should  meet  in  the  capital  of  the  Mexican  Republic,  the  Government  of  the  same 
will  afford  all  necessary  protection  for  the  continued  pacific  exercise  of  its  func- 
tions, and  will  extend  every  facility  In  the  furnishing  to  the  commissioners  and 
claimants  all  such  documents  establishing  their  ri^ts  as  they  might  require, 
and  which  may  be  within  the  extent  of  its  reach  to  supply." 

The  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  these  articles?  and 
It  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 
So  the  said  articles  were  stricken  from  the  treaty. 
Mr.  Susk  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

Insert  the  foUowing  as  Article  III : 

Article  III.  In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  stipulations  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  agrees  to  pay  to  the  Oovernmcnt  of  Mexico,  in  the  city  of 
Neio  York,  the  sum  of  seven  millions  of  dollars,  five  millions  of  which  shall  be 
paid  immediately  upon  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  and  the 
remaining  two  millions  as  soon  as  the  boundary  line  shall  be  surveyed,  marked^ 
and  established,  ^ 

The  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  this  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  ]^«yg"^  13 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Brown,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dodge  of 
Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett,  Fitzpatrick, 
Geyer,  Gwin,  Hunter,  James,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Mor- 
ton, Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toucey, 
Walker,  Weller,  Williams,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Chase,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Foot,  Pettit, 
Seward,  Shields,  Smith,  Stuart,  Sumner. 

So  two-thirds  having  voted  in  favor  of  the  ratification  of  this  arti- 
cle, it  was  inserted  in  the  treaty. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gwin  to  strike  out  the  eighth  article  of  the 
treaty,  as  follows : 

"Article  VIII. — ^The  two  high  contracting  powers,  fully  Impressed  that  under 
the  auspices  of  peace,  and  upon  the  basis  of  mutual  good  faith  and  of  the 
respect  which  nations  reciprocally  owe,  it  is  that  their  prosperity  and  weU- 
belng  increase,  especially  when  from  vicinity  their  Interests  grow  to  be  mlnglea 
and  Identified;  and  recognizing  the  reciprocal  obligations  of  civilized  Govern- 
ments and  the  aclinowledged  provisions  of  the  laws  of  nations,  agree  by  the 
present,  in  proof  of  that  entire  confidence  which  they  mutually  entertain,  and 
of  that  friendship  which  they  desire  to  be  as  perfect,  unalterable,  and  com- 
plete as  possible;  that  whenever  the  tranquiUty  and  Interior  repose  of  either 
country  shall  be  threatened  or  disturbed  by  unlawful  Invasions  of  any  of  the 
citizens  or  subjects  of  either  power  against  the  territory  of  the  other,  respec 
tively,  they  will  cheerfully  co-operate  in  their  endeavors  to  suppress  all  such 
attempts.    They  mutuaUy  and  especially  obligate  themselves  in  all  cases  of 
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such  lawless  enterprise  which  may  not  have  been  prevented  through  the  civil 
authorities  before  formation,  to  aid  with  the  naval  and  military  forces,  on  due 
notice  being  given  by  the  aggrieved  party  of  the  aggressions  of  the  citizens  and 
subjects  of  the  other,  so  that  the  lawless  adventurers  may  be  pursued  and  over- 
taken on  the  high  seas,  their  elements  of  war  destroyed,  and  the  deluded  cap- 
tives held  responsible  in  their  persons,  and  meet  with  the  merited  retribution 
inflicted  by  the  laws  of  nations  against  all  such  disturbers  of  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  contiguous  and  friendly  powers.  It  being  understood  that  In  all 
cases  of  successful  pursuit  and  capture,  the  delinquents  so  captured  shall  be 
Judged  and  punished  by  the  Government  of  that  nation  to  which  the  vessel 
capturing  them  may  belong  conformably  to  the  laws  of  each  nation.*' 

The  question  was  stated.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  this  article? 

And  it  was  determined  fn  the  negative,]  ji™  '  Ig 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Bright,  Clayton,  Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fitz- 
patrick,  Foot,  Geye^,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Mason,  Morton,  Pettit,  Pratt, 
Kusk,  Seward,  Slidell,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toucey,  Williams, 
Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bell,  Brown,  Clay,  Dodge  of  Wis- 
consin, Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Fish,  Gwin,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Shields, 
Stuart,  Walker,  Weller. 

So  two-thirds  not  having  voted  to  retain,  this  article  is  stricken  out. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Gwin  to  strike  out  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  as  follows : 

"Abticle  IX. — Should  there  at  any  future  period  (which  God  forbid)  occur 
any  disagreements  between  the  two  nations  which  might  lead  to  a  rupture  of 
their  relations  and  reciprocal  peace,  they  bind  themselves  In  Uke  manner  to 
procure  by  every  possible  method  the  adjustment  of  every  difference;  and 
should  they  still  in  this  manner  not  succeed,  never  wlU  they  proceed  to  a  declara- 
tion of  war  without  having  previously  paid  attention  to  what  has  been  set  forth 
in  article  twenty-one  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe  for  similar  cases;  which 
article,  as  well  as  the  twenty-second,  is  here  reafflxed." 

The  question  was  stated*  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  this  article? 

{Yeas  25 

Navs      '  10 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Bell,  Bright,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin, 
Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Foot,  James,  J<mes, 
Mason,  Morton,  Pettit,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Seward,  Shields,  Smith,  Thomp- 
son of  Kentucky,  Williams,  Wright. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Bayard,  Brown,  Clay,  Fitzpatrick,  Johnson,  Sli- 
dell, Stuart,  Walker,  Weller. 

So  two-thirds  having  voted  for  the  ratification  of  this  article,  it 
was  not  striken  out. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bright, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

THURSDAr,  April  18,  1854. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  con- 
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eluded  at  the  city  of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  1853;  and 

After  debate, 

On  motion  the  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  April  17,  1854. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic^ 
concluded  at  the  city  of  Mexico  the  thirtieth  December,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  1853 ;  and 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Bell  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

Add  the  following  as  a  new  article : 

Abticlb  X. — The  Mexican  Government  hating  entered  into  a  contract  tcith 
the  mixed  company  of  A.  G.  Sloo  and  others,  on  the  5th  day  of  February,  ISSS, 
for  tfie  early  construction  of  a  plank  and  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuan- 
tepee,  and  to  secure  the  stable  benefits  of  said  transit  voay  to  the  persons  and 
merchandise  of  the  citizens  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States,  it  is  stipulated  that 
neither  Goremwent  will  interpose  any  obstacle  to  the  transit  of  persons  and 
merchandise  of  both  nations;  and  at  no  time  shall  higher  charges  be  made  on 
the  transit  of  persons  and  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  than  moff 
be  made  on  the  persons  and  property  of  other  foreign  nations,  nor  shall  any 
interest  in  said  transit  way,  nor  in  the  proceeds  thereof,  be  transferred  to  any 
foreign  Government, 

The  transit  company  shall  have  the  power  to  transport  across  the  Isthmus,  in 
closed  bags,  the  mails  of  the  United  States  not  intended  for  distribution  along 
the  line  of  communication  ;  also  the  effects  of  the  United  States  Government  and 
its  citizenSt  which  may  be  intended  for  transit  and  not  for  distribution  on  the 
Isthmus,  free  of  custom-house  or  other  charges  by  the  Mexican  Government. 
Neither  passports  nor  letters  of  security  will  be  required  of  persons  crossing 
the  Isthmus  and  not  remaining  in  the  country. 

When  the  said  company  shall  have  completed  the  construction  of  the  railroad 
the  Mexican  Government  agrees  to  open  a  port  of  entry,  in  addition  to  the  port  of 
Vera  Cruz,  at  or  near  the  mouth  of  the  Coatzacoalcos  River. 

The  two  Governments  will  enter  into  arrangements  for  the  prompt  transit  of 
troops  and  munitions  of  the  United  States  which  that  Government  may  have 
occasion  to  send  from  one  part  of  its  territory  to  another  lying  on  opposite  side^ 
of  the  continent. 

The  Mexican  Government  having  agreed  in  its  contract  with  the  beforemen- 
tioned  company  to  protect  with  its  whole  power  the  prosecution,  preservation, 
and  security  of  the  icork,  the  United  States  may  extend  its  protection  as  it  shall 
judge  wise  to  the  company,  in  the  construction  and  completion  of  the  road  and  the 
enjoyment  of  their  privileges  when  it  may  feel  sanctioned  and  warranted  by  the 
public  or  international  law. 

This  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 

ratification  of  this  article? 

fYeas    _  -22 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  jt""  -tpr 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bell,  Brodhead,  Clay,  Clayton,  Douglas,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot, 
Geyer,  Gwin,  James,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidelly 
Smith,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Toombs, 
Walker,  Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Brown,  Cass,  Chase,  Dodge  of  Wis- 
consin, Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Everett,  Fish,  Hamlin,  Mason,  Pettit, 
Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner. 

So,  two-thirds  not  voting  in  the  affirmative,  the  amendment  was  not 
agreed  to. 
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No  further  amendment  being  proposed,  the  treaty  was  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Fish  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

In  the  first  article  as  amended,  strike  out  the  words  "  at  the  point  on  the  Rio 
Orande,"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following  words;  in  the  Qulf  of  Mexico^ 
three  leagues  from  land,  opposite  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Chrande,  as  provided  in 
the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Quadalupe-Hidalgo ;  thence,  as  defiled  in  the 
Maid  articlCy  up  the  middle  of  that  river  to  the  point. 

The  question  was  stated^  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  .stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  article  ? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  inserted 
stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Weller  to  agree  to  all  the  amendments  made  in 
Conamittee  of  the  Whole,  with  the  exception  of  those  made  to  the 
first  article,  and  of  the  new  article  agreed  to  as  Article  III, 

The  question,  by  unanimous  consent,  was  dialed.  Will  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  all  the  amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  this  treaty,  with  the  exception  of  the  first  article  and  third 
new  articles  as  above  stated? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  j^^^'  m 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bright,  Brodhead, 
Brown,  Butler,  Cass,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of 
Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Fitzpatriclc,  Foot, 
Geyer,  Gwm,  Hamlin,  James,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  M.allory, 
Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Shields,  Slidell,  Smith, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Toombs,  Walker, 
Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Cliase,  Pettit,  Stuart,  Sumner. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  amendments  as 
stated  were  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendments  made  to  the  first  article, 

The  question  was  stated.  Shall  the  words  stricken  out  of  the  first 
article  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  stand  as  part  of  that  article? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  was  then  stated.  Shall  the  following  words,  proposed 
CO  be  inserted  in  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out,  stand  as  part  of  the 
first  article? 

he  as  follows:  Beginning  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  three  leagues  from  land,  oppo- 
site the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande,  as  provided  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty 
of  Guadalupe-Hidalgo;  thence,  as  defined  in  the  said  article,  up  the  middle  of 
that  river  to  the  point  where  the  parallel  of  thirty -one  degrees  and  forty-seven 
minutes  north  latitude  crosses  the  same;  thence  due  west  one  hundred  miles; 
thence  south  twenty  English  miles;  thence  west  to  the  one  hundred  arid  eleventh 
meridian  of  longitude  west  from  Greenwich;  thence  in  a  straight  line  to  a 
point  on  the  Colorado  River  twenty  English  miles  below  the  junction  of  the 
QUa  and  Colorado  Rivers;  thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  river  Colorado  untU 
it  intersects  the  present  line  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico, 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmfative,  jv-^yg       *""*'  ""  U 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Baj^ard,  Bell,  Brieht,  Brodhead^ 
Brown,  Cass,  Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fitzpatrick,  Hamlin,  Johnson,  Jones  of 
Iowa,  Mallory,  Mason,  Morton,  Eusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell, 
Smith,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey,  Toombs, 
Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Butler,  Chase,  Fish,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Pettit,  Shields, 
Stuart,  Sumner,  Walker. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  those  words  were 
inserted  in  the  first  article. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gwin  to  amend  the  new  third  article  as  agi-eed 
to  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  by  striking  out  the  words  "  seven 
millions  "  and  inserting  ten  millions  in  lieu  thereof, 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  jj^^^^g  2^2 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Bayard,  Bright,  Brodhead,  Brown,  Butler, 
Cass,  Clayton,  Dodge,  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge,  of  Iowa,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Hamlin,  John- 
son, Jones,  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Morton,  Eusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Smith, 
Thompson  of  Kentuckv,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey,  Toombs,  Wade, 
Walker,  Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison^  Bell,  Chase,  Clay,  Fish,  Gwin,  Mallory,  Pettit, 
Seward,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  to  retain  those  words,  they  were  not 
stricken  out. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard  to  amend  the  said  new  third  section  by 
striking  out  the  words  "  five  millions  "  and  the  words  "  two  millions  * 
and  inserting  in  lieu  of  each  the  words  one-half^ 

The  question  was  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

(Yeas  _       34 

Navs  13 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Cass,  Clay,  Dodge  of 
Wisconsin.  Dodge,  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett,  Fessenden, 
FitzpatricK,  Gwin,  Hamlin,  James,  Johnson,  Jones,  of  Iowa,  Mallory, 
Mason,  Morton,  Pettit,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell,  Smith, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey,  Toombs,  Wade, 
Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Broadhead,  Brown,  Butler,  Chase,  Clayton,  Fish, 
Foot,  Geyer,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Walker. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  to  retain  those  words,  they  were  not 
stricken  out. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  new  third  article  adopted  in  Com- 
mittee of  ttie  Whole, 
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The  question  was  stated,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to 
the  ratification  of  this  article  ?  as  follows : 

AnncLE  III. — In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  agrees  to  pay  to  the  Government  of  Mexico,  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  the  sum  of  seven  millions  of  dollars,  five  millions  of  which  shall  be 
paid  immediately  upon  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  and  the 
remaining  two  millions  as  soon  as  the  boundary  line  shall  be  surveyed,  marked, 
and  established, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  jjr^^  " —     *  ^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Brown,  Cass,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dodge,  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge,  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans, 
Everett,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  James,  Johnson,  Jones, 
of  Iowa,  Mallon^,  Mason,  Morton,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Smith, 
Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey,  Toombs,  Wade, 
Walker,  Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Butler,  Chase,  Foot,  Pettit,  Seward,  Shields, 
Stuart,  Sumner. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  said  third 
article  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bell  submitted  the  following  amendment: 

Add  the  following  as  a  new  article : 

Abticle  9. — The  Mexican  Government  having  authorized  the  early  construc- 
tion of  a  plank  and  rail  road  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuantepec,  and  to  secure 
the  stable  benefits  of  said  transit  way  to  the  persons  and  merchandise  of  the 
citizens  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States  it  is  stipulated  that  neither  Qovem- 
ment  wiU  interpose  any  obstacle  to  the  transit  of  persons  and  merchandise  of 
both  nations  J  and  at  no  time  shall  higJier  charges  be  made  on  the  transit  of 
persons  and  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  than  may  be  made  on  the 
persons  and  property  of  other  foreign  nations,  nor  shall  any  interest  in  said 
transit  way,  nor  in  the  proceeds  thereof,  be  transferred  to  any  foreign 
government. 

The  United  States,  by  its  agents,  shall  have  the  right  to  transport  across  the 
Isthmus,  in  closed  bags,  the  mails  of  the  United  States  not  intended  Jor  dis- 
tribution along  the  line  of  communication;  also  the  effects  of  the  United  States 
Oovemment  and  its  citizens,  which  may  be  intended  for  transit  and  not  for 
distribution  on  the  Isthmus,  free  of  custom-house  or  other  charges  by  the  Mexi- 
can Government,  Neither  passports  nor  letters  of  security  will  be  required  of 
persons  crossing  the  Isthmus  and  not  remaining  in  the  country. 

Wh^i  the  construction  of  the  railroad  shall  be  completed  the  Mexican  Govern- 
ment agrees  to  open  a  port  of  entry  in  addition  to  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz,  at  or 
near  the  mouth  of  the  Coatzacoalcos  River. 

The  tux)  Governments  will  enter  into  arrangements  for  the  prompt  transit  of 
troops  and  munitions  of  the  United  States  which  that  Government  may  huve 
occaMon  to  send  from-  one  part  of  its  territory  to  another,  Ufing  on  opposite  side$ 
of  the  continent. 

The  Mexican  Government  having  agreed  to  protect  with  its  whole  power  the 
prosecution,  preservation,  and  security  of  the  work,  the  United  States  may 
extend  Its  protection,  as  it  shall  Judge  wise,  to  it,  when  it  may  feel  sanctioned 
and  warranted  by  the  public  or  international  law. 

The  question  was  stated.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 

ratification  of  this  article? 

f  Yeas  28 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  -^^y^  18 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Bell,  Brodhead,  Brown,  Clay,  Claytom  Douglas^ 
Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  James,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mai- 
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lory,  Morton,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell,  Smith,  Thompson 
of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Toombs,  Wade,  Walker, 
Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bright,  Butler,  Cass,  Chas<}, 
Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans,  Everett,  Fish,  Hamlin, 
Mason,  Pettit,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner. 

So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  amendment 
was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  amendment : 

Article  10.  Strike  out  the  words  "four  months**  nnd  insert  six  vwnthts. 

The  question  was  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  was  then  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted stand  as  part  of  the  article? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Mason  submitted  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico  the 
thirtieth  day  of  December,  in  tlie  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
three,  with  the  following  amendments :  ' 

Article  1.  Strike  out  the  foUowlng  words :  "  proceed  from  the  point  where  the 
aforesaid  line  Intersects  the  river  Co'orado,  along  the  middle  of  the  deepest 
channel  of  this  river,  to  a  point  distant  two  marine  leagues  to  the  nortli  of  tlie 
most  northern  part  of  the  Gulf  of  California ;  thence  In  succession  a  right  line 
to  the  intersection  of  the  31st  parallel  of  latitude  north,  with  111**  longitude 
west  of  Greenwich,  whence  another  right  line  to  the  31°  47'  80"  of  north 
latitude,  where  the  same  will  cross  the  boundary  line,  descending  tlie  Rio 
Grande  or  Bravo  del  Norte,  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  as  defined  In  the  5th  article 
of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe.  And  It  Is  agreed  that  should  the  line  before 
described  (from  the  Intersection  of  the  parallel  31°  of  latitude  north  with  the 
meridian  111°  west  of  Greenwich  to  Its  crossing  the  Rio  Grande,  in  latitude 
31°  47'  30")  traverse  the  Lake  Guzman,  said  line  shaM  be  broken  so  as  to  form 
an  angle  at  a  point  distant  one  marine  league  south  of  the  most  southern  part 
of  the  lake." 

Article  1.  Insert  the  following  In  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out: 
be  as  follows:  Beginning  in  the  Oulf  of  Mexico,  three  leagues  from  land,  oppo- 
site the  mouth  .of  the  Rio  Grande^  as  provided  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty 
of  Ouadalupe-Hidalgo ;  thence,  as  defined  in  the  said  article,  up  the  middle  of 
that  river  to  the  point  where  the  parallel  of  thirty -one  degrees,  forty-seven 
minutes  north  latitude  crosses  the  same;  thence  due  west  one  hundred  iniles; 
thence  south  ttventy  English  miles;  thence  west  to  the  one  hundred  and  eleventh 
meridian  of  longitude  tcest  from  Oreenwich;  thence  in  a  straight  line  to  a  point 
on  the  Colorado  River  twenty  English  miles  below  the  junction  of  the  Oila  and 
Colorado  Rivers;  thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  river  Colorado  until  it  inter- 
sects the  present  line  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico. 

Article  2.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows: 

"Abticlb  II.  With  the  like  desire  to  maintain  the  most  perfect  peace  and 
friendly  relations  between  both  countries,  it  has  been  agreed  that  to  remove  all 
occasion  of  dispute  on  account  of  reclamations  to  the  present  date,  founded  on 
alleged  Indian  Incursions,  and  to  avoid  all  contests  upon  tlie  true  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  obligation  stipulated  In  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  of 
Guadalupe,  the  same  has  been,  and  Is  hereby,  abolished  and  annuUed.  The 
Government  of  the  United  States  agrees,  notwithstanding  this  abrogation  and 
annulment,  to  provide  such  additional  laws  and  regulations  as  the  subject  may 
in  good  faith  require,  making  It  a  highly  penal  offense  on  t\y^  part  of  any  In- 
habitant of  the  United  States  or  the  territories  tltereof  to  purchase,  or  recel¥e 
horses,  mules,  cattle,  or  property  of  any  kind  knowing  the  same  to  have  been 
stolen  within  the  limits  of  Mexican  territory  by  Indians  or  by  any  other  persons, 
and,  furthermore,  agrees  to  return,  on  demand,  to  their  legitimate  owners  what 
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may  have  been  thus  stolen,  so  soon  as  the  same  shall  have  been  recovered  by  the 
authorities  of  the  United  States.  And  in  the  event  of  any  person  or  persons 
captured  upon  Mexican  territory  being  carried  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  the  Government  of  the  latter  engages  to  use  every  fair  and 
reasonable  means  that  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  case  will  admit  to 
rescue  and  return  such  captives  to  their  own  country,  or  deliver  them  to  an 
agent  or  representative  of  the  Mexican  Crovemment,  requiring  simply  the  re- 
payment to  the  oflScer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  who  may  so  deliver  or  return 
them  the  expenses  incurred  in  maintenance  and  transmission  of  the  rescued 
captives.  Finally,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  promises  that  on  any 
occasion  she  may  have  to  remove  the  Indians  from  any  point  of  her  territory  or 
to  settle  thereupon  her  own  citizens,  especial  care  shall  be  taken  not  to  place 
said  Indians  under  necessity  of  seeking  new  homes  by  means  of  Incurslcms  into 
the  Mexican  territory." 

Article  2.  Insert  the  following  as  Article  2: 

Article  2.  The  Oovemment  of  Mexico  hereby  releases  the  United  States  from 
cU  liability  on  account  of  the  obligations  contained  in  the  eleventh  article  of  the 
treaty  of  Ottadalupe-Hidalgo,  and  the  said  article,  and  the  thirty-third  article  of 
the  treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigation  beticeen  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  United  Mexican  States,  concluded  at  Mexico  on  the  fifth  day  of 
April,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-mie,  are  hereby  abrogated. 

Article  3.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows : 

"Abticle  III.  In  consideration  of  the  grants  received  by  the  United  States,  and 
the  obligations  relinquished  by  the  Mexican  Republic,  pursuant  to  this  treaty, 
the  former  agree  to  pay  to  the  latter  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  in  gold 
or  silver  coin  at  the  Treasury  at  Washington,  one-fifth  of  the  amount  on  the 
exchange  of  ratifications  or  present  treaty  at  Washington  and  the  remaining  four- 
atths  in  monthly  installments  of  three  millions  each,  with  interest  at  tlie  rate  of 
six  per  cent  per  annum  until  the  whole  be  paid,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  reserving  the  right  to  pay  up  the  whole  sum  of  fifteen  millions  at  earlier 
date,  as  may  be  to  her  convenient 

"The  United  States  also  agree  to  assume  all  the  claims  of  their  citizens  of 
whatever  right,  title  or  foundation  which  may  have  arisen  since  the  date  of  the 
rignature  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  or  which  may  not  have  been  provided  for 
therein,  or  of  any  corporation,  company  or  citizen  of  the  same,  including  the 
so-called  concession  to  Garay,  whose  lawful  existence  Mexico  does  not  recognize, 
even  as  Implied ;  thus  extinguishing  this  among  the  other  claims  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  against  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  said  United  States  obliging  them- 
selves not  to  make  any  payment  on  account  of  the  so-called  concession  to  Garay, 
T^ithout  having  previously  delivered  to  the  agent  of  the  Mexican  Government 
accreted  at  Washington  all  the  evidence  and  documents  used  by  the  holders  of 
said  concession  in  establishing  their  rights  and  claims  legally  relinquished  in 
favor  of  Mexico  by  such  holders  and  claimants ;  and  it  is  agreed  in  the  reciprocal 
release  of  obligations  that  the  Mexican  Republic  exonerates  the  United  States  of 
America  from  all  claims  of  Mexico  or  Mexican  citizens  which  may  have  arisen 
since  the  date  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  so  that  each  Government,  in  the  most 
formal  and  effective  manner,  shall  be  exempted  and  exonerated  of  all  obligations 
to  each  other  respectively,  whether  of  themselves  or  in  behalf  of  their  respective 
citizens  up  to  the  date  of  the  signature  of  the  present  treaty." 

Article  3.  Insert  the  following  as  article  3 : 

Abticle  3.  In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  stipulations^  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  States  agree  to  pay  to  the  Oovemment  of  Mexico,  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  the  sum  of  seven  millions  of  dollars,  five  millions  of  which  shall  be 
paid  immediately  upon  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  and  the 
remaining  two  millions  as  soon  as  the  boundary  line  shall  be  surveyed,  m^arked, 
and  established.  • 

Article  4.  Strike  out  the  same  as  follows : 

"Abticle  IV. — ^The  Government  of  the  United  States  shall  organize  a  board  of 
commissioners,  which  shall  meet  in  the  city  of  Washington  or  of  Mexico,  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  may  direct,  within  one  year  from  the  date  of 
the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty  for  the  purpose  of  examining  and 
deciding  the  claims  assumed  by  the  United  States  in  the  preceding  article,  ac- 
cording to  the  principles  of  Justice,  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  treaty  in  force 
between  the  two  Governments,  and  whose  awards  shall  be  final  and  conclusive, 
and  the  United  States,  exonerating  Mexico  from  all  demands  on  account  of  the 
claims  of  their  citizens  mentioned  In  the  preceding  article,  and  considering 
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them  entirely  and  forever  canceled,  whatever  their  amount,  undertake  to  make 
satisfaction  for  the  same  in  a  sum  not  exceeding  live  mllllous  of  dollars.  And 
if,  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  their  duties,  the  board  of  commissioners  should 
meet  in  the  capital  of  the  Mexican  Republic,  the  Grovernment  of  the  same  will 
afford  all  necessary  protection  for  the  continued  pacific  exercise  of  Its  functions, 
and  will  extend  every  facility  in  the  furnishing  to  the  commissioners  and  claim- 
ants all  such  documents  establishing  their  rights  as  they  might  require,  and 
which  may  be  within  the  extent  of  its  reach  to  supply." 

Change  "Article  5  "  to  Article  4- 

Change  "Article  6  '*  to  Article  5. 

Change  "Article  7  "  to  Article  6. 

Article  8.  Strike  out  the  same  as  follows : 

"  Article  VIII. — ^The  two  high  contracting  powers,  fully  Impressed  that  under 
the  auspices  of  peace,  and  upon  the  basis  of  mutual  good  faith,  and  of  the  respect 
which  nations  reciprocally  owe,  It  Is  that  their  prosperity  and  well-being  increase, 
especially  when  from  vicinity  their  Interests  grow  to  be  mingled  and  Identified ; 
and  recognizing  the  reciprocal  obligations  of  civilized  Governments,  and  the 
acknowledged  provisions  of  the  laws  of  nations,  agree  by  the  present,  In  proof 
of  that  entire  confidence  which  they  mutually  entertain,  and  of  that  friendship 
which  they  desire  to  be  as  perfect,  unalterable,  and  complete  as  possible;  that 
whenever  the  tranquillity  and  Interior  repose  of  either  country  shall  be  threatened 
or  disturbed  by  unlawful  Invasions  of  any  of  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  either 
power  against  the  territory  of  the  other,  respectively,  they  will  cheerfully 
co-operate  In  their  endeavors  to  suppress  all  such  attempts.  They  mutually  and 
especially  obligate  themselves  in  all  cases  of  such  lawless  enterprises  which  may 
not  have  been  prevented  through  the  civil  authorities  before  formation,  to  aid 
with  the  naval  and  military  forces,  on  due  notice  being  given  by  the  aggrieved 
party  of  the  aggressions  of  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  other,  so  that  the 
lawless  adventurers  may  be  pursued  and  overtaken  on  the  high  seas,  their 
elements  of  war  destroyed,  and  the  deluded  captives  held  responsible  In  their 
persons,  and  meet  with  the  merited  retribution  Inflicted  by  the  laws  of  nations 
against  all  such  disturbers  of  the  peace  and  happiness  of  contiguous  and  friendly 
powers.  It  being  understood  that  in  all  cases  of  successful  pursuit  and  capture, 
the  delinquents  so  captured  shall  be  Judged  and  punished  by  the  Government  of 
that  nation  to  which  the  vessel  capturing  them  may  belong,  conformably  to  the 
laws  of  each  nation." 

Change  "  Article  9  "  to  Article  7. 

Change  "  Article  10  •*  to  Article  8, 

In  said  Article  8,  strike  out  "  four  months,"  and  insert  six  montJis. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution ;  and  on  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,]  jr^yg  ^  1 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Bell,  Bright,  Brodhead.  Brown,  Cass, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans, 
Fitzpatrick,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mallory,  Mason,  Morton,  Rusk, 
Sebastian,  Slidell,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Thomson  of  N.  Jersey, 
Toombs,  Weller,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Butler,  Chase,  Everett,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Geyer, 
Gwin,  Hamlin,  James,  Pettit,  Seward,  Shields,  Smith,  Stuart,  Sum- 
ner, Wade,  Walker. 

So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  resolution 
was  not  agreed  to. 

Tuesday,  April  18, 1854. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  James  that  the  vote  of  the  17th  instant  disagree- 
ing to  the  resolution  of  ratification  of  the  treaty  with  the  Mexican 
Republic  be  reconsidered, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  resolution  be  postponeil  tcr 
and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Thursday  next,  the  20th  instant,  at  one  o'clock. 

Thursday,  April  20, 1854. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  of  ratifica- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Mexican  Republic ;  and 
After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Weller, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  ApRHi  25, 1854. 

The  Senate  resimied  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  of  ratifica- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexi- 
can Republic;  and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 
the  words  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the  first  article,  and  inserting: 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof — 

he  as  follows:  Beginning  in  the  Oulf  of  Mexico  three  leagues  from  land  op-- 
posite  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Orande,  as  provided  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treat jf 
of  Guadalupe-Hidalgo ;  thence  as  defined  in  such  article  up  ths  middh-i  of  that 
river  to  the  point  where  the  parallel  of  Sl°  kt*  north  latitude  crosses  the  same; 
thence  due  west  one  hundred  miles;  thence  south  to  the  parallel  of  Sl^  20'  to 
the  111"*  meridian  of  longitude  west  of  Cheenwich;  thence  in  a  straight  line 
to  a  point  on  the  Colorado  River  twenty  English  miles  below  the  junction  of 
the  Gila  and  Colorado  Rivers;  thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  river  Colorado 
wUil  it  intersects  the  present  line  ^tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico. 

The  question  was  stated.  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  resolution? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  ^^^g^*^^^?]  jTo^  40 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Foot,  Pettit,  Wade. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brodhead, 
Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Cooper,  Dawson,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge 
of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett,  Fish,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Hamlin^ 
Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Mallory,  Mason,  Morton,  Nor- 
ris,  Pearce,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Shields,  Slidell,  Smithy 
Stuart,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toombs,  Toucey,  Walker,  Williams^ 
Wright. 

So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  words  were 
stricken  out. 

The  question  was  then  stated,  Shall  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  stand  as  part  of  the  resolution? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jt«^q  >r 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brodhead,. 
Brown,  Butler,  Clay,  Cooper,  Dawson,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


196  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

Iowa,  Douglas,  Evans,  Everett,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Hamlin,  Hunter, 
Johnson,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Mallory,  Mason,  Morton,  Norris, 
Pearce,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward,  Slidell,  Smith,  Thompson 
of  Kentucky,  Toombs  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Chase,  Foot,  Pettit,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Wade,  Walker. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  words  were  in- 
serted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 
the  proposed  third  article,  and  inserting  the  following  in  lieu 
thereof : 

Abticlb  3.  In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  stipulations  the  Oovemment  of 
the  United  States  agrees  to  pay  to  the  Oovemment  of  Mexico,  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  the  sum  of  ten  millions  of  dollars,  of  which  seven  millions  shall  be 
paid  immediately  upon  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  and 
the  remaining  three  millions  as  soon  as  the  boundary  line  shall  be  surveyed, 
mark^,  and  established. 

•The  question  was  stated.  Shall  the  article  proposed  to  be  stricken 
out  stand  as  part  of  the  resolution  ? 

{Yeas  15 

Navs  33 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Brown,  Chase,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett,  Fish,  Foot,  Geyer, 
Hamlin,  Pettit,  Seward,  Shields,  Smith,  Sumner,  Wade,  Walker. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Brodhead,  Butler, 
Clay,  Cooper,  Dawson,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas,  Evans,  Fitz- 

Satrick,  Gwin,  Hunter,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Mallory, 
[ason,   Morton,   Norris,   Pearce,  Pratt,    Rusk,   Sebastian,  Slidefl, 
Stuart,  Toombs,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams,  Wright. 

So,  two-thirds  not  having  voted  to  retain  the  article,  it  was  stricken 
out. 

The  question  was  then  stated.  Shall  the  article  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted stand  as  part  of  the  resolution? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj^l  14 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Brodhead,  Brown, 
Butler,  Clay,  Dawson,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas,  Evans,  Fitz- 
patrick, Gwin,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of  Tennessee, 
Mallory,  Mason,  Morton,  Norris,  Pearce,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian, 
Stuart,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toombs,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams, 
Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bright,  Chase,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett,  Fish,  Foot,  Greyer, 
Pettit,  Seward,  Shields,  Smith,  Sumner,  Wade,  Walker. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  article  was 
inserted. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason  to  amend  Article  7  as  stated  in  the  reso*- 
lution,  by  striking  out  "  re-affixed,"  the  last  word  of  that  article,  and 
inserting  the  word  reaffirmed  in  lieu  thereof, 

The  Questions  were  respectively  stated  on  striking  out  and  insert- 
ing, ana  they  were  severally  unanimously  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Bell  to  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting  the 
following  as  a  new  Article  8,  and  to  change  "Article  8  "  to  Article  9 : 

The  Mexican  Oovemment  having  on  the  5th  of  Fehniary,  1852y  authorised  the 
early  construction  of  a  plank  and  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuantopec, 
and  to  secure  the  stable  benefits  of  said  transit  way. to  the  persons  and  mer- 
chandise of  the  citizens  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States,  it  is  stipulated  that 
neither  Oovemment  will  interpose  any  obstacle  to  the  transit  of  persons  and 
merchandise  of  both  nations;  and  at  no  time  shall  higher  charges  be  made  on 
the  transit  of  persons  and  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  than  muy 
be  made  on  the  persons  and  property  of  other  foreign  nations^  nor  shall  any 
interest  in  said  transit  way,  nor  in  the  proceeds  thereof,  be  transferred  to  any 
foreign  Oovemment. 

The  United  States  by  its  agents  shall  have  the  right  to  transport  across  the 
Isthmus,  in  closed  bags,  the  mails  of  the  United  States  not  intended  for  dis- 
tribution  along  the  line  of  communication;  also,  the  effects  of  the  United  States 
Oovenwient  and  its  citizens,  which  may  be  intended  for  transit  and  not  for 
distribution  in  the  Isthnpus,  free  of  custom-house  or  other  charges  by  the  Mexi- 
can  Oovemment,  Neither  passports  nor  letters  of  security  unit  be  required  of 
persmis  crossing  the  Isthmus  and  not  remaining  in  the  country. 

When  the  construction  of  the  railroad  shall  be  cx}mpleted  the  Mexican  Gov- 
emment  agrees  to  open  a  port  of  entry  in  addition  to  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz, 
at  or  near  the  terminus  of  said  road,  on  the  Oulf  of  Mexico, 

The  ttoo  Oovemments  uHll  enter  into  arrangements  for  the  prompt  transit  of 
troops  and  m/unitions  of  the  United  States,  which  that  Oovemment  may  have 
occasion  to  send  from  one  part  of  its  territory  to  another,  lying  on  opposite 
sides  of  the  continent. 

The  Mexican  Oovemment  having  agreed  to  protect  with  its  whole  power  the 
prosecution,  preservation  and  security  of  the  tcork,  the  United  States  may  ex- 
tend its  protection,  as  it  shall  judge  wise,  to  it  when  it  may  feel  sanctioned  by 
the  public  or  international  law. 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  this  new  article  8,  proposed  to  be 
inserted,  stand  as  part  of  the  resolution  ? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  Ijj™  14 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Atchison,  Bell,  Clay,  Cooper,  Dawson,  Douglas,  Evans, 
Everett,  Fitzpatrick,  Foot,  Geyer,  Gwin,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of 
Tennessee,  Mallory,  Morton,  Pettit,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Seward, 
Shields,  Slidell,  Smith,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toombs,  Toucey, 
Wade,  Walker,  Weller. 

Those  .who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bright,  Brown,  Butler,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge 
of  Iowa,  Hamlin,  Hunter,  Mason,  Norris,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Williams,. 
Wright. 

So,  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  said  new  article 
was  inserted. 

The  question  was  then  stated,  Shall  Article  8,  as  stated  in  the 
resolution,  stand  as  Article  9? 

And  it  was  unanimously  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason  to  amend  said  Article  9  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  seventy-seventh  "  and  inserting  the  words  seventy-eighth 
in  lieu  thereof, 

The  questions  were  respectively  stated  on  striking  out  and  in- 
serting, and  they  were  severally  imanimously  determined  in  the 
affirmative. 

No  further  amendment  being  proposed,  the  question  was  taken  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution  as  amended ;  and 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |^^^  ^t 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brod- 
head.  Brown,  Clay,  Cooper,  Dawson,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Hunter,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Jones  of  Ten- 
nessee, Maliory,  Mason,  Morton,  Pearce,  Pratt,  Rusk,  Sebastian, 
Slidell,  Thompson  of  Kentucky,  Toombs,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams, 
Wright 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Chase,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Everett,  Fish,  Foot,  Hamlin,  Pettit, 
Seward,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Wade. 

So  it  was 

Resolt'ed  (ttoO'thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  city  of  Mexico  the 
thirtieth  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
three,  with  the  following  amendments: 

Article  1.  Strike  out  the  following  words :  "  proceed  from  the  point  where  the 
aforesaid  Une  intersects  the  River  Colorado,  along  the  middle  of  the  deepest 
channel  of  this  river,  to  a  point  distant  two  marine  leagues  to  the  north  of  the 
most  northern  part  of  the  Gulf  of  California ;  thence  in  succession  a  right  line 
to  the  intersection  of  the  31st  parallel  of  latitude,  north  with  111**  longitude, 
-west  of  Greenwich,  whence  another  right  line  to  the  31*  47'  30"  of  north  lati- 
tude, where  the  same  will  cross  the  boundary  line  descending  the  Rio  Grande 
or  Bravo  del  Norte,  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  as  defined  in  the  5th  article  of  the 
treaty  of  Guadalupe.  And  it  is  agreed  that,  should  the  line  before  described 
(from  the  intersection  of  the  parallel  31*  of  latitude,  north,  with  the  meridian 
111*  west  of  Greenwich,  to  its  ciossing  the  Rio  Grande  in  latitude  31*  47'  30") 
traverse  the  Lake  Guzman,  said  lake  shall  be  broken  so  as  to  form  an  angle  at 
&  point  distant  one  marine  league  south  of  the  most  southern  part  of  that  lake." 

Article  1.  Insert  the  following  in  lieu  of  the  words  stricken  out:  be  as  follows: 
Beginning  in  the  Chilf  of  Mexico,  three  leagues  from  land,  opposite  the  mouth 
of  the  Rio  Qrande,  as  provided  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe- 
Hidalgo;  thence,  as  defined  in  such  article,  up  the  middle  of  that  river  to  the 
point  where  the  parallel  of  Sl^  Ifl*  north  latitude  crosses  the  same,  thence  due 
west  one  hundred  miles;  thence  south  to  the  parallel  of  Sf*  20'  north  latitude; 
thence  along  the  said  parallel  of  5i*  20'  to  the  111'*  meridian  of  longitude 
west  of  Greenwich,  thence  in  a  straight  Une  to  a  point  in  t?ie  Colorado  River 
twenty  English  miles  below  the  junction  of  the  Gila  and  Colorado  Rivers; 
thence  up  the  middle  of  the  said  River  Colorado  untU  it  intersects  the  present 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico, 

Article  2.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows : 

"Abticle  II.  With  the  like  desire  to  maintain  the  most  perfect  peace  and 
friendly  relations  between  both  countries,  it  has  been  agreed  that  to  remove  all 
occasion  of  dispute  on  account  of  reclamations  to  the  present  date  founded  on 
alleged  Indian  Incursions,  and  to  avoid  all  contests  upon  the  true  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  obligation  stipulated  In  the  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  of 
Guadalupe,  the  same  has  been  and  Is  hereby  abolished  and  annulled.  The  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  agrees,  notwithstanding  this  abrogation  and  annul- 
ment, to  provide  such  additional  laws  and  regulations  as  the  subject  may  in  good 
faith  require,  making  It  a  highly  penal  offense  on  the  part  of  any  Inhabitant  of 
the  United  States  or  the  Territories  thereof,  to  purchase  or  receive  horses, 
mules,  cattle,  or  property  of  any  kind,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  stolen 
within  the  limits  of  Mexican  territory  by  Indians,  or  by  any  other  persons ;  and, 
furthermore,  agrees  to  return,  on  demand,  to  their  legitimate  owners  what  may 
have  been  thus  stolen,  so  soon  as  the  same  shall  have  been  recovered  by  the 
authorities  of  the  United  States.  And  in  the  event  of  any  person  or  persons 
captured  upon  Mexican  territory  being  carried  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  the  Government  of  the  latter  engages  to  use  every  fair  and  rea- 
sonable means  that  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  case  will  admit  to 
rescue  and  return  such  captives  to  their  own  country,  or  deliver  them  to  an  agent 
or  representative  of  the  Mexican  Government,  requiring  simply  the  repayn(ient 
to  the  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States,  who  may  so  deliver  or  return  them, 
the  expenses  Incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  transmission  of  the  rescued 
captives.  Finally,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  promises  that  on  any 
occasion  she  may  have  to  remove  the  Indians  from  any  point  of  her  territory  or 
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to  settle  thereupon  her  own  citizens,  especial  care  shall  be  taken  not  to  place 
said  Indians  under  necessity  of  seeking  new  homes  by  means  of  incursions  into 
the  Mexican  Territory." 

Article  2.  Insert  the  following  as  Article  2 : 

Article  2.  T?ie  Government  of  Mexico  hereby  releases  the  United  States  from 
ail  liability  on  account  of  the  obligations  contained  in  the  eleventh  article  of  the 
treaty  of  Ouadaiupe-Hidalgo,  and  the  said  article  and  the  thirty-third  article  of 
the  treaty  of  amity,  commerce,  and  navigation  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  United  Mexican  States,  concluded  at  Mexico  on  the  fifth  day 
of  Aprils  1P31,  are  hereby  abrogated. 

Article  II.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows: 

"Abticuc  III.  In  consideration  of  the  grants  received  by  the  United  States 
and  the  obligations  relinquished  by  the  Mexican  Republic,  pursuant  to  this 
treaty,  the  former  agree  to  pay  to  the  latter  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars 
in  gold  or  sliver  coin  at  the  Treasury  at  Washington,  one-fifth  of  the  amount  on 
the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  present  treaty  at  Washington  and  tho  remaining 
four-fifths  in  monthly  installments  of  three  millions  each,  with  Interest  at  the 
rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum  until  the  whole  is  paid,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  reserving  the  right  to  pay  up  the  whole  sum  of  fifteen  millions  at 
earlier  date,  as  may  be  to  her  convenient. 

"  The  United  States  also  agree  to  assume  all  the  claims  of  their  citizens  of 
whatever  right,  title,  or  foundation,  which  may  have  arisen  since  the  date  of  the 
signature  of  the  treaty  of  Guadalupe,  or  which  may  not  have  been  provided 
for  therein,  or  of  any  corporation,  company,  or  citizen  of  the  same,  including 
the  claim  of  the  so-called  concession  to  Garay,  whose  lawful  existence  Mexico 
does  not  recognize,  even  as  implied,  thus  extinguishing  this  among  the  other 
claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  against  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  said 
United  States  obliging  themselves  not  to  make  any  payment  on  account  of  the 
so-called  concession  to  Garay  without  having  previously  delivered  to  the  agent 
of  the  Mexican  Government  accredited  at  Washington  all  the  evidence  and  docu- 
ments used  by  the  holders  of  said  concession  in  establishing  their  rights  and 
claims  legally  relinquished  in  favor  of  Mexico  by  such  holders  and  claimants; 
and  it  is  agreed  in  the  reciprocal  release  of  obligations  that  the  Mexican  Re- 
public exonerates  the  United  States  of  America  from  all  claims  of  Mexico  or 
Mexican  citizens  which  may  have  arisen  since  the  date  of  the  treaty  of  Guada- 
lupe, 80  that  each  Government,  in  the  most  formal  and  effective  manner,  shall 
be  exempted  and  exonerated  of  all  obligations  to  each  other  respectively,  whether 
of  themselves  or  In  behalf  of  their  respective  citizens  up  to  the  date  of  the  sig- 
nature of  the  present  treaty." 

Article  3.  Insert  the  following  as  Article  8 : 

Article  3.  In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  stipulations  the  Oovemment 
of  the  United  States  agrees  to  pay  to  the  Oovemment  of  Mexico,  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  the  sum  of  ten  milliotis  of  dollars,  of  which  seven  milUon^  shall  be 
paid  immediately  upon  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  and  the 
remaining  three  millions  as  soon  as  the  boundary  line  shall  be  surveyed,  marked, 
and  established. 

Article  4.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows : 

"Abticlb  IV.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  shall  organize  a  board  of 
commissioners,  which  shall  meet  In  the  city  of  Washington  or  of  Mexico,  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  may  direct,  within  one  year  from  the  date  of 
the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  this  treaty,  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
and  deciding  the  claims  assumed  by  the  United  States  In  the  preceding  article 
according  to  the  principles  of  justice,  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  treaty  In 
force  between  the  two  Governments,  and  whose  awards  shall  be  final  and 
conclusive,  and  the  United  States  exonerating  Mexico  from  all  demands  on 
account  of  the  claims  of  their  citizens  mentioned  in  the  preceding  article,  and 
considering  them  entirely  and  forever  cancelled,  whatever  their  amount,  under- 
take to  make  satisfaction  for  the  same  In  a  sum  not  exceeding  five  millions  of 
dollars ;  and  if,  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  their  duties,  the  board  of  com- 
missioners should  meet  in  the  capital  of  the  Mexican  Republic  the  Government 
of  the  same  will  afford  all  necessary  protection  for  the  contliuifHl  nacilic  oxerHj^ 
of  Its  functions,  and  will  extend  every  facility  In  the  furnishing  to  commis- 
sioners and  claimants  all  such  documents  establishing  their  rights  as  they 
might  require  and  which  may  be  within  the  extent  of  Its  reach  to  supply." 

Change  "  Article  5  "  to  Article  4. 

Change  "Article  6  "  to  Article  5. 

Change  "Article  7  "  to  Article  6. 
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Article  8.  Strike  out  the  same,  as  follows: 

"Abticle  VIII.  The  two  high  contracting  powers,  fully  Impressed  that  under 
the  auspices  of  peace,  and  upon  the  basis  of  mutual  good  faith,  and  of  the 
respect  which  nations  reciprocally  owe,  it  Is  that  their  prosperity  and  well- 
being  increase,  especially  when  from  vicinity  their  interests  grow  to  be 
mingled  and  identified;  and  recognizing  the  reciprocal  obligations  of  civilized 
governments  and  the  acknowledged  provisions  of  the  laws  of  nations,  agree  by 
the  present,  in  proof  of  that  entire  confidence  which  they  mutually  entertain, 
and  of  that  friendship  which  they  desire  to  be  as  perfect,  unalterable,  and  com- 
plete as  possible;  that  whenever  the  tranquility  and  interior  repose  of  either 
country  shall  be  threatened  or  disturbed  by  unlawful  Invasions  of  any  of  the 
dtlzens  or  subjects  of  either  power  against  the  territory  of  the  other  respec- 
tively, they  win  dieerfully  co-operate  In  their  endeavors  to  suppress  all  such 
attempts  They  mutually  and  especially  obligate  themselves  In  all  cases  of 
such  lawless  enterprises  which  may  not  have  been  prevented  through  the  civil 
authorities  before  formation,  to  aid  with  the  naval  and  military  forces,  in  the 
notice  being  given  by  the  aggrieved  party  of  the  aggressions  of  the  citizens 
and  subjects  of  the  other,  so  that  the  lawless  adventurers  may  be  pursued  and 
overtaken  on  the  high  seas,  their  elements  of  war  destroyed,  and  the  deluded 
captives  held  responsible  In  their  persons  and  meet  with  the  merited  retribu- 
tion Inflicted  by  the  laws  of  nations  against  all  such  disturbers  of  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  contiguous  and  friendly  powers.  It  being  understood  that  In 
all  cases  of  successful  pursuit  and  capture,  the  delinquents  so  captured  shall  be 
judged  and  punished  by  the  Government  of  that  nation  to  which  the  vessel 
capturing  them  may  belong,  conformably  to  the  laws  of  each  nation." 

Change  "Article  9"  to  Article  7. 

And  strike  out  "  reafftxed,"  the  last  word  of  that  article,  and  Insert  the  word 
reaffirmed  In  lieu  thereof. 

Insert  the  following  as  a  new  article. 

AsncLB  8.  The  Mexican  Oovemment  having,  on  the  fifth  of  February, 
eighteen  hundred  and  ftfty-three,  authorized  the  early  construction  of  a  plank 
and  rail  road  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuantepec,  and  to  secure  the  stable  bene- 
fits of  said  transit  way  to  the  persons  and  merchandise  of  the  dtizens  of  Mexico 
and  the  United  States,  it  is  stipulated  that  neither  Oovemment  uHU  interpose 
any  obstacle  to  the  transit  of  persons  and  merchandise  of  both  nations;  and  at 
no  time  shall  higher  charges  be  made  on  the  transit  of  persons  and  property  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States  than  may  be  made  on  the  persons  and  property  of 
other  foreign  nations,  nor  shall  any  interest  in  said  transit  way,  nor  in  the 
proceeds  thereof  be  transferred  to  any  foreign  Oovemment. 

The  United  States,  by  its  agents,  shall  have  the  right  to  transport  across  the 
IsthmAis,  in  closed  bags,  the  mails  of  the  United  States  not  intended  for  distri- 
bution along  the  line  of  communication;  also  the  effects  of  the  United  States 
Government  and  its  citizens  tohich  may  be  intended  for  transit  and  not  for 
distribution  on  the  Isthmus,  free  of  custom-house  or  other  charges  by  the  Mexi- 
can Oovemment,  Neither  passports  nor  letters  of  security  unll  be  required  of 
persons  crossing  the  Isthmus  and  not  remaining  in  the  country. 

When  the  construction  of  the  railroad  shall  be  completed,  the  Mexican  Oov- 
emment agrees  to  open  a  port  of  entry  in  addition  to  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz,  at 
or  near  the  terminus  of  said  road  on  the  Oulf  of  Mexico, 

The  two  Oovernments  ioill  enter  into  arrangements  for  the  prompt  transit  of 
troops  and  munitions  of  the  United  States,  which  that  Oovemment  may  have 
occasion  to  send  from  one  part  of  its  territory  to  another,  lying  on  opposite  sides 
of  the  continent. 

The  Mexican  Oovemment  having  agreed  to  protect  uHth  its  whole  power  the 
prosecution,  preservation,  and  security  of  the  work,  the  United  States  may 
extend  its  protection,  as  it  shall  judge  wise,  to  it  when  it  may  feel  sanctioned 
and  warranted  by  the  public  or  international  law. 

Change  *'  Article  10  "  to  Article  9. 

In  said  Article  9  strike  out  "  four  months  "  and  Insert  six  months. 

In  the  concluding  sentence  strike  out  the  words  "  seventy-seventh  "  and  In  lieu 
thereof  insert  the  words  seventy-eighth. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  Shields  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  proceedings 
and  debates  of  the  Senate  on  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America 
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and  the  Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  City  of  Mexico,  the  30th  December, 
1853,  and  from  the  messages  of  the  President  and  the  communications  and 
documents  transmitted  therewith  relating  to  the  said  treaty,  and  from  other 
documents  communicated  to  the  Senate  in  relation  thereto,  and  that  the  same 
be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  April  26, 1854. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
yesterday  relative  to  removing  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the 
treaty  with  Mexico  and  the  dojuments  and  proceedings  relating 
thereo ;  and,  on  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  j^™"  26 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Brown,  Chase,  Cooper,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Fish,  Foot,  Jones 
of  Tennessee,  Pettit,  Seward,  Shields,  Sumner,  Wade,  Walker. 
.    Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Bayard,  Bell,  Bright,  Brodhead,  Butler, 
Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Evans,  Everett,  Fitzpatrick,  Geyer,  Ham- 
lin, Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mason,  Pearce,  Rusk,  Sebastian, 
Slidell,  Toombs,  Toucey,  Williams,  Wright. 

So  the  resolution  was  not  agreed  to. 

Thursday,  June  29,  1854. 

Mr.  Shields  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  treaty  between 

.  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic,  concluded  at  the  city 

of  Mexico  the  30th  day  of  December,  In  the  year  of  our  Lord  1853,  from  the 

proceedings  of  the  Senate  thereon,  and  from  all  documents  communicated  to 

the  Senate  in  relation  thereto. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
resolution ;  and, 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Evans  proposed  the  following  amendment,  to  wit : 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  Resolved,"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following : 

That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  he  removed  from  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  Mexican  Republic^  concluded  at  the  City  of 
Mexico  the  SOth  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1853,  from  the  pro- 
ceedings and  debates  of  the  Senate  thereon,  and  from  all  messages,  doct^ 
ments,  and  correspondence  commAinicated  to  the  Senate  in  relation  thereto, 
except  such  portions  thereof,  the  publication  of  which  may  be  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  detrimental  to  the  public  interest. 

Which  amendment  was  accepted  by  Mr.  Shields;  and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hunter  that  the  doors  of  the  Senate  be  opened, 

f  Yeas  21 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  i  jj^„g  90 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Bayard,  Brodhead,  Cass,  Clay,  Dodge  of  Wis- 
consin, Dodge  of  Iowa,  Fitzpatrick,  Houston.  Hunter,  Jolmson,  Jones 
of  Iowa,  Mallory,  Mason,  Norris,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toucey, 
Weller,  Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Bright,  Brown,  Chase,  Clayton,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Geyer,  Gillette,  Gwin,  Hamlin,  Jones  of 
Tennessee,  Pettit,  Rockwell,  Seward,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Wade. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hunter  that  the  resolution  lie  on  the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,    I  jja^  24 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  ordered  by  the  desire  of  one-fifth 
of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Brodhead,  Cass,  Clay,  Dodge  of 
Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Fitzpatrick,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of 
Iowa,  Mason,  Norris,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Weller,  Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Badger,  Bright,  Brown,  Chase,  Clayton,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Geyer,  Gillette,  Gwin,  Hamlin,  Houston, 
Jones  of  Tennessee,  Mallory,  Pettit,  Rockwell,  Seward,  Shields, 
Stuart,  Sumner,  Wade. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Brodhead  that  the  resolution  be  amended  by 
striking  out  the  following  words :  "  except  such  portions  thereof,  the 
publication  of  which  may  be  considered  by  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  detrimental  to  the  public  interest." 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard  that  the  resolution  as  modified  and  the 
proposed  amendment  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mallory  that  the  doors  of  the  Senate  be  opened, 

fYeas  22 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  jv-^yg  23 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bright,  Brodhead,  Cass,  Clay, 
Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Fitzpatrick,  Houston,  Hunter, 
Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mallor>',  Mason,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell, 
Toucey,  Weller,  Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen, Badger,  Bell,  Brown,  Butler,  Chase,  Clayton,  Douglas, 
Evans,  Fessenden,  Fish,  Gillette,  Gwin,  Hamlin,  Jones  of  Tennessee. 
Pettit,  Rockwell,  Seward,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Thompson  of 
Kentucky,  Wade. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 
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The  question  then  recurred  on  the  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard, 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,    \  jj^^  19 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Shields, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Adams,  Allen,  Atchison,  Bayard,  Bright,  Brodhead,  Brown, 
Butler,  Cass  Clay,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Evans, 
Fitzpatrick,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson,  Jones  of  Iowa,  Mallory, 
Mason,  Kusk,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Toucey,  Weller,  Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Badger,  Bell,  Chase,  Clayton,  Douglas,  Fessenden,  Fish, 
•Geyer,  Gillette,  Gwin,  Hamlin,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Pettit,  Rockwell, 
Seward,  Shields,  Stuart,  Sumner,  Wade. 

So  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  resolution  as  modified  and  the  proposed  amendment  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

TBEATT  WITH  THE  HAWAIIAN  ISLANDS  SIGNED  IN  WASHING- 
TON JULY  20,  1855. 

Thursday,  January  3, 1856. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Webster,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statett: 

1  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Hawaiian 
Islands,  signed  in  Washington  this  twentieth  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1855. 

Franklin  Pierce. 

Washington,  27th  December,  1855. 

The  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  signed  at  Washington  the  twentieth  day  of 
July,  A.  D.  1855,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty,  together  with  the  message,  be  referred  to  the 
0)mnilttee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Wednesday,  June  25, 1856. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  3d  of  January,  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  signed  in  Wash- 
ington the  20th  day  of  July,  1855,  reported. 

Wednesday,  August  13, 1856. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  treatj^  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  signed  in  Washington  the  20th  day  of  July, 
1855,  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole ;  and 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  farther  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 
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Friday,  August  22,  1856. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands;  and 
After  debate, 

On  motion  T)y  Mr.  Cass, 
Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty  lie  on  the  table. 

Wednesday,  February  18,  1857. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Fish, 
The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Fish, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  said  treaty  be  postponed, 
and  be  the  special  order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow,  the  Idth  instant,  at  2 
o'clock. 

Friday,  February  20,  1857. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Fish  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Johnson  that  the  doors  be  opened. 

The  Preisident  decided  that  the  motion  of  Mr.  Fish  had  prece- 
dence. 

From  this  decision  Mr.  Busk  appealed. 

The  question  was  stated,  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as 
the  judgment  of  the  Senate? 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Monday,  March  9,  1857. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  treaties,  remaining  undisposed  of  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  late  session,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions and  printed  In  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate : 

The  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands. 

Wednesday,  March  11,  1857. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  9th  instant,  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  signed  in 
Washington  the  20th  day  of  July,  1855,  reported  adversely  thereon. 

Friday,  March  13,  1857. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mason, 
The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  AVhole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Hawaiian  Islands,  signed  in  Washington  the  twentieth  day 
of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty -five. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Benjamin  that  the  said  treaty  lie  on  the  table, 

.  f  Yeas  14 

It  was  determmed  in  the  negative,j  jf^^vs  30 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Benjamin, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Benjamin,  Biggjs,  Bright,  Brown,  Clay,  Evans,  Foot,  John- 
son, Polk,  Pugh,  Keid,  sTidell,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey,  Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bell  of  New  Hampshire,  Bell  of  Tennessee,  Bigler, 
Broderick,  Butler,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Davis,  Doolittle,  Douglas, 
Durkee,  Foster,  Green,  Gwin,  Harlan,  Houston,  Hunter,  Iverson, 
Jones,  Kennedy,  King,  Mason,  Sebastian,  geward,  Simmons,  Stuart, 
Trumbull,  Wade,  Wilson. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Slidell  that  the  Senate  adjourn, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jj^^  qa 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Slidell, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  vot<jd  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Benjamin,  Bigler,  Brown,  Clay,  Foot,  Green,  Hunter, 
Johnson,  Pugh,  Sebastian,  Slidell,  Stuart,  Thomson  of  New  Jersey, 
Wright. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bell  of  New  Hampshire,  Bell  of  Tennessee,  Biggs, 
Broderick,  Cameron,  Chandler,  Davis,  Dolittle,  Douglas,  Durkee, 
Evans,  Fitch,  Foster,  Gwin,  Harlan,  Houston,  Iverson,  Jones,  Ken- 
nedy, King,  Mason,  Polk,  Reid,  Rusk,  Seward,  Simmons,  Trumbull, 
Wade,  Wilson. 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Houston, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TREATY  WITH  GBEAT  BRITAIN 

Providing^  for  reference  to  an  arbiter  of  the  question  of  difference  concern- 
ing the  northwest  boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the  British 
I>o8ses8ions  in  North  America,  signed  at  London,  January  14,  1869. 

CONVENTION  WITH  GBEAT  BBITAIN 

For  the  adjustment  of  all  outstanding  claims  of  citizens  of  the  respec- 
tive countries,  signed  at  London,  January  14,  1869. 

Tuesday,  January  19, 1869. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Moore,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  for  consideration,  with  a  view  to  Its  ratiflcatlon,  a 
copy  of  a  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,,  signed  yesterday 
at  London,  providing  for  the  reference  to  an  arbiter  of  the  question  of  differ- 
ence between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  northwest 
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line  of  water  boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the  British  Possessions 
in  North  America.  It  is  expected  that  the  original  of  the  convention  will  be 
forwarded  by  the  steamer  which  leaves  Liverpool  to-morrow.  Circumstances^ 
however,  to  which  it  Is  unnecessary  to  advert,  in  my  judgment,  make  it  ad- 
visable to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  copy  referred  to  in  advance  of  the 
arrival  of  the  original  instrument. 

Andbew  Johnson. 
Washington,  January  15,  1869. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  for  consideration,  with  a  view  of  its  ratification,  a. 
copy  of  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  signed  yes- 
terday at  London,  providing  for  the  adjustment  of  all  outstanding  claims  of 
the  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  parties  respectively.  It  is  expected  that  the 
original  of  the  convention  will  be  forwarded  by  the  steamer  which  leaTes 
Liverpool  to-morrow,  circumstances,  however,  to  which  it  is  unnecessary  to 
advert,  in  my  judgment,  malje  it  advisable  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the 
copy  referred  to  In  advance  of  the  arrival  of  the  original  instrument. 

Andrew   Johnson. 

Washington,  January  15,  1869, 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

1  transmit  for  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  as  to  the  expediency  of  concluding  a 
convention  based  thereupon  a  protocol  signed  at  London  on  the  9th  of  October 
last  for  regulating  the  citizenship  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  who  have 
emigrated  or  who  may  emigrate  from  the  United  States  to  the  British  Domin- 
ions, and  of  British  subjects  who  have  emigrated  or  who  may  emigrate  from 
the  British  Dominions  to  the  United  States  of  America. 

Andbew  Johnson. 

Washington,  Jan'ry  15,  1869, 

The  copy  of  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  signed  at  London,  the  14th  January,  1869,  providing  for  the 
adjustment  of  all  outstanding  claims  of  the  citizens  and  subjects  of 
the  parties  respectively; 

The  copy  of  a  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain^ 
signed  at  London  the  14  January,  1869,  providing  for  the  reference 
to  an  arbiter  of  the  question  concerning  the  water  boundary  between 
the  United  States  and  the  British  Possessions  in  North  America :  and 

The  protocol  for  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  signed  at  London  the  9th  October,  1868,  regulating  the  citi- 
zenship  of  persons  who  emigrate  to  and  from  the  two  countries,  were 
severallv  read  the  first  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  conventions,  copy  of  conventions,  additional  article, 
treaty,  and  protocol  be  severaUy  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela* 
tions,  and  with  the  accompanying  documents  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate. 

Thursdat,  February  11, 1869. 

The  treaty  between  the  United  'States  of  America  and  Great  Britain 
for  the  settlement  of  all  outstanding  claims,  concluded  at  London  the 
14th  of  January,  1869 ;  and 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Great 
Britain  for  the  determination  of  the  water  boundary  between  their 
respective  possessions,  concluded  at  London  the  14th  January,  1869, 
were  severally  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty  and  convention,  with  the  message  and  accom- 
panying papers,  together  with  the  correspondence  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Great  Britain  relating  to  the  subject  of  claims,  the  subject  of  water 
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boundary,  and  the  subject  of  naturalized  citizens,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  and  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
and  that  one  hundred  additional  copies  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  State  De- 
partment. • 

Thursday,  February  18, 1869. 

Mr.  Sumner,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  19th  of  January,  a  copy  of  a  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  signed  at  London,  January  14, 1869, 
providing  for  the  reference  to  an  arbiter  of  the  question  concerning 
the  water  boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the  British  pos- 
sessions in  North  America,  reported  the  same  with  an  amendment  and 
with  the  recommendation  that  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
ratification  of  the  same. 

Mr.  Sumner,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  19th  of  January,  a  copy  of  a  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  signed  at  London  January  14, 
1869,  providing  for  the  adjustment  of  all  outstanding  claims  of  the 
citizens  and  subjects  of  the  parties  respectively,  reported  the  same 
with  the  recommendation  that  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent 
to  the  ratification  of  the  same. 

ANNEXATION  OF  THE  DOMINICAN  BEPXTBUC. 

Monday,  Januabt  10, 1870. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Porter,  his  secretary : 

The  treaty  (Executive  H)  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Re- 
public to  the  United  States,  signed  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the 
parties  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, and,  with  the  message,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Monday,  March  14, 1870. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  wou'd  respectfully  call  your  attention  to  a  treaty  now  before  you  for  the 
acquisition  of  the  Republic  of  San  Domingo,  enteretl  into  between  tlie  agents  of 
the  two  Governments  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  and  by  its  terms  to  be 
Jinally  acted  upon  by  the  people  of  San  Domingo  and  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  within  four  months  from  the  date  of  signing  the  treaty.  The  time  for 
action  expires  on  the  29th  Instant,  a  fact  to  which  I  desire  expressly  to  call  your 
attention.  I  would  also  direct  your  notice  to  the  fact  that  the  Grovernment  of 
San  Domingo  has  no  agent  in  the  United  States  who  is  authorized  to  extend  the 
time  for  further  deliberation  upon  Its  merits. 

The  people  of  San  Domingo  have  already,  so  far  as  their  action  can  go,  rati- 
fied the  treaty,  and  I  express  the  earnest  wish  that  you  will  not  permit  it  to 
expire  by  limitation.  I  also  entertain  the  sincere  hope  that  your  action  may  be 
favorable  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty. 

U.  S.  Grant. 

ExECTjnvE  Mansion,  Washingtony  D.  C,  March  U,  1870. 

Ordered,  That  the  message  In  relation  to  the  treaty  for  the  acquisition  of  San 
Domingo  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  Ferry  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  on  the  San  Domingo  treaty  shall  take  place 
in  open  session  of  the  Senate. 
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Tuesday,  March  15,  1870. 

Mr.  Sumner,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Kelations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  10th  January,  the  treaty  for  the  ahnexation  of  the 
Dominican  Republic,  signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  reported 
the  same  without  amendment,  and  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  same. 

Wednesday,  March  16,  1870. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 
Ordered,  That  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic, 
signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  be  made  the  special  order  for  Wednesday, 
March  23,  next. 

Thursday,  March  24, 1870. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Ferrj^, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion  submitted  by  him,  the 
14th  instant,  that  the  proceedings  on  the  San  Dominican  treaty  shall 
take  place  in  open  session  of  the  Senate ;  and 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stewart  that  the  said  motion  lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  ^^^^ f^ 

'  I  Nays 16 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Ferry, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Abbott,  Anthony,  Boreman,  Brown  low,  Carpenter,  Cattell, 
Chandler,  Cole,  Corbett,  Craigin,  Drake,  Gilbert,  Hamlin,  Harlan, 
Harris,  Howard,  Howe,  Howell,  Johnston,  Kellogg,  McDonald,  Mor 
rill  of  Maine,  Morton,  Nye,  Osbom,  Patterson,  Pomeroy,  Pool,  Pratt, 
Ramsey,  Revels,  Rice,  Robertson,  Ross,  Scott,  Sherman,  Stewart,  Sum- 
ner, Thayer,  Vickers,  Warner,  Willey,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bavard,  Buckingham,  Casserly,  Conklin,  Davis,  Ferry, 
Fowler,  McCreery,  Morrill,  Sawyer,  Schurz,  Spencer,  Sprague, 
Stockton,  Thurman,  and  Trumbull. 

Mr.  Sumner  presented  a  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  addressed 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Forei^  Kelations,  conmiuni- 
cating  copies  of  the  instructions  under  which  the  convention  and 
treaty  of  the  United  States  aiid  Santo  Domingo  were  negotiated, 
together  with  the  accompaniments  therein  referred  to;  which  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Schurz  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolvedf  That  the  President  be  requested,  If  in  his  opinion  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  a  report  on  the  resources  of  and 
the  condition  of  things  In  the  Dominican  Republic,  written  by  Captain  Selfrldge, 
of  the  United  States  Navy,  If  such  report  is  in  the  possession  of  any  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Government. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of 
the  Dominican  Republic,  signed  the  29th  of  November,  1869. 
After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Howard, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Fridat,  March  25, 1870. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Sorter,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  reply  to  a  Senate  resolution  of  the  24th  instant  requesting  to  be  furnished 
with  a  report,  written  by  Captain  Selfrldge,  upon  the  resources  and  condition 
of  things  In  the  Dominican  Republic,  I  have  to  state  that  no  such  teport  has  ' 
been  received. 

U.  S.  Grant. 

Executive  Mansion,  March  25,  1870. 

Mr.  Sumner  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered by  uhanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  communis 
cate  to  the  Senate,  In  executive  session,  copies  of  any  Instructions  to  com- 
manders of  vessels  in  our  Navy  now  in  the  ports  or  veaters  of  the  Dominican 
Government 

Mr.  Ferry  submitted  the  folowing  resolution;  which  was  consid- 
ered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  directed  to  transmit  to  the  Senate 
fuU  and  entire  copies  of  the  following  dispatches  of  J.  Somers  Smith,  esq.,  late 
commercial  agent  of  the  United  States  at  Santo  Domingo,  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment, portions  of  which  dispatches  were  transmitted  to  the  Senate  on  the  24th 
day  of  February,  1870,  in  compliance  \^ith  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  Febru- 
ary 21,  1870,  namely : 

Dispatches  dated  Santo  Domingo  City,  September  4,  1869,  and  September 
9,  1869. 

Dispatch  dated  Santo  Domingo  City,  October  8»  1809. 

Mr.  Sumner  presented  a  translation  of  the  agreement  or  treaty  be- 
tween the  Dominican  Republic  and  Hartmont  &  Co.  for  a  loan  to  the 
Dominican  Republic ;  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  for  the  annex- 
ation of  the  Dominican  Republic,  signed  on  the  29th  November,  1869, 
and, 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Thurman  that  the  Senate  adjourn, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  j^^^  oo 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sprague, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Bayard,  Boreman,  Brownlow,  Buckingham,  Cameron,  Cas- 
serly.  Chandler,  Davis,  Fenton,  Ferry,  Fowler,  Gilbert,  Harris, 
Howard,  McCreery,  Morrill  of  Maine,  Morrill  of  Vermont,  Norton, 
Patterson,  Pool,  Pratt,  Ramsey,  Revels,  Robertson,  Ross,  Sawyer, 
Schurz,  Scott,  Spencer,  Stockton,  Sumner,  Thayer,  Thurman,  Trum- 
bull, and  Vickers. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Abbott,  Anthony,  Cattell,  Cole,  Conkling,  Corbett,  Cragin, 
Drake,  Hamlin,  Howell,  McDonald,  Morton,  Osborne,  Pomeroy, 
Rice,  Sherman,  Sprague,  Stewart,  Warner,  Willey,  Williams,  and 
Wilson. 

Whereupon 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

121334— S.  Doc.  26,  66-1 14 
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Monday,  March  28,  1870. 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  treaty  of  annexation  with 
the  Dominican  Republic  be  postponed  until  the  1st  day  of  May  next,  and  that 
the  President  be  requested  to  appoint  three  commissioners,  with  authority  to 
proceed  to  said  Republic  and  to  collect  full  information  as  to  the  resources  and 
conditions  of  said  Republic,  and  especially  as  to  their  public  debt  and  public 
lands,  and  to  negotiate  such  modifications  of  the  seventh  article  of  said  treaty 
as  will  definitely  fix  the  amount  of  the  liability  of  the  United  States  under  the 
said  article,  and  the  application  of  the  money  to  be  paid  by  the  United  States 
under  said  treaty. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic 
signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869 ;  and, 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cragin  that  the  doors  be  opened  and  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to,  and 

The  doors  were  opened. 

TuESDAT,  Makch  29,  1870. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic 
signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hamlin,  that  the  doors  be  opened  and  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  legislative  business, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and 

The  doors  were  opened. 

Wednesday,  March  30,  1870. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic, 
signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  and 

jPending  debate  thereon  (Mr.  Casserly  on  the  floor),  a  message  was 
received  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  being  of  a 
legislative  character, 

The  Vice-President  stated  if  not  objected  to  the  doors  would  be 
considered  as  opened,  that  the  message  might  be  read,  and  no  objec- 
tion being  made,  and 

The  message  being  read  and  other  proceedings  had  thereon,  as 
entered  in  the  legislative  journal. 

Pending  these  proceedings, 

Mr.  Trumbull  moved  that  the  doors  be  opened ;  and 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  proceedings  on  the  message  being  closed. 

The  doors  were  again  declared  closed ;  and 

Mr.  Casserly  resumed  his  remarks. 

Upon  the  conclusion  of  which. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Fowler, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Wednesday,  April  13,  1870. 

Mr.  Edmunds  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration  r 

Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  treaty  for  the 
annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic,  and  the  remarks  of  Senators  made  upoa 
the  said  treaty. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  ana 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Pomeroy, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  April  21,  1870. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  submitted 
by  Mr.  Edmunds,  the  13th  instant,  that  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be" 
removed  from  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Re- 
public, and  the  remarks  of  Senators  made  upon  the  said  treaty. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Spencer  that  the  said  resolution  lie  on  the  table^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  j^-^^g  o(^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present,. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 
Messrs.  Ames,  Boreman,  Brownlow,  Chandler,  Cole,  Corbett,  Cra- 

S'q,  Fenton,  Flanagan,  Hamilton  of  Texas,  Hamlin,  Harlan,  Harris, 
cDonald,  Morton,  Norton,  Nye,  Osbom,  Pomeroy,  Pratt,  Ramsay, 
Bice,  Saulsbury,  Scott,  Stewart,  Thayer,  Willey,  Williams,   and 
Wilson. 
Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Bayard,  Buckingham,  Davis,  Edmunds,  Ferry, 
Fowler,  Hamilton  of  Maryland,  Kellogg,  McCreery,  Morrill  of  Maine, 
Morrill  of  Vermont,  Patterson,  Revels,  Robertson,  Sawyer,  Schurz, 
Spencer,  Sumner,  and  Trumbull. 

Tuesday,  May  81, 1870. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  for  consideration,  with  a  view  to  its  ratification,  an 
additional  article  to  the  treaty  of  the  29th  of  November  last,  for  the  annexation  of 
the  Dominican  Republic  to  the  United  States,  stipulating  for  an  extension  of  the 
time  for  exchanging  the  ratifications  thereof,  signed  in  this  city  on  the  14th 
instant  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  parties. 

It  was  my  intention  to  have  also  negotiated  with  the  plenipotentiary  of  SaD 
Domingo  amendments  to  the  treaty  of  annexation  to  obviate  objections  which 
may  be  urged  against  the  treaty  as  it  is  now  worded.  But  on  reflection  I  deen> 
it  better  to  submit  to  the  Senate  the  propriety  of  their  amending  the  treaty  as 
follows:  First,  to  specify  that  the  obligations  of  this  Government  shall  not 
exceed  the  one  million  five  hundre<l  thousand  dollars  stipulated  In  the  treaty ; 
secondly,  to  determine  the  manner  of  appointing  the  agents  to  receive  and  dis- 
burse the  same;  thirdly,  to  determine  the  class  of  creilltors  who  shall  take 
precedence  In  the  settlement  of  their  claims;  and  finally,  to  Insert  such  amend- 
ments as  may  suggest  themselves  to  the  minds  of  Senators  to  carry  out  In  good 
faith  the  conditions  of  the  treaty  submitted  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
In  January  last,  according  to  the  spirit  and  Intent  of  that  treaty.  From  the  most 
reliable  information  I  can  obtain,  the  sum  specified  In  the  treaty  will  pay  every 
Just  claim  against  the  Republic  of  San  Domingo  and  leave  a  balance  sufficient  to 
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carry  on  a  territorial  government  until  such  time  as  new  laws  for  providing  a 
territorial  revenue  can  be  enacted  and  put  In  force. 

I  feel  an  unusual  anxiety  for  the  ratification  of  this  treaty,  because  I  believe 
It  will  redound  greatly  to  the  glory  of  the  two  countries  interested,  to  civilization, 
and  to  the  extirpation  of  the  institution  of  slavery. 

The  doctrine  promulgated  by  President  Monroe  has  been  adhered  to  by  all 
political  parties,  and  I  now  deem  it  proper  to  assert  the  equally  Important  prin- 
ciple that  hereafter  no  territory  on  this  continent  shall  be  regarded  as  subject  of 
transfer  to  a  European  power. 

The  Government  of  San  Domingo  has  voluntarily  sought  this  annexation.  It 
is  a  weak  power,  numbering  probably  less  than  one  hundred  and  twenty  thousand 
souls,  and  yet  possessing  one  of  the  richest  territories  under  the  sun,  capable  of 
supporting  a  population  of  ten  millions  of  people  in  luxury.  The  people  of  San 
Domingo  are  not  capable  of  maintaining  themselves  in  their  present  condition 
and  must  look  for  outside  support.  They  yearn  for  the  protection  of  our  free 
Institutions  and  laws,  our  progress  and  civilization.     Shall  we  refuse  them  ? 

I  have  information,  which  I  believe  reliable,  that  a  European  power  stands 
ready  now  to  offer  two  millions  of  dollars  for  the  possession  of  Samana  Bay 
dlone.  If  refused  by  us,  with  what  grace  can  we  prevent  a  foreign  power  from 
attempting  to  secure  the  prize? 

The  acquisition  of  San  Domingo  is  desirable  because  of  its  geographical  loca- 
tion. It  commands  the  entrance  to  the  Caribbean  Sea  and  the  Isthmus  transit  of 
commerce.  It  possesses  the  richest  soil,  best  and  most  capacious  harbors,  most 
salubrious  climate,  and  the  most  valuable  products  of  the  forest,  mine,  and  soil 
of  any  of  the  West  India  Islands. 

Its  possession  by  us  will  in  a  few  years  build  up  a  coastwise  commerce  of 
Immense  magnitude,  which  will  go  far  toward  restoring  to  us  our  lost  merchant 
Aaarine.  It  will  give  to  us  those  articles  which  we  consume  so  largely  and  do 
not  produce,  thus  equalizing  our  exports  and  imports. 

In  case  of  foreign  war  it  will  give  us  command  of  all  the  islands  referred  to 
and  thus  prevent  an  enemy  from  ever  again  possessing  himself  of  rendezvous 
upon  our  very  coast. 

At  present  our  coast  trade  between  the  States  bordering  on  the  Atlantic  and 
those  bordering  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is  cut  in  two  by  the  Bahamas  and  the 
Antilles.  Twice  we  must,  as  it  were,  pass  through  foreign  countries  to  get  by 
iea  from  Georgia  to  the  west  coast  of  Florida. 

San  Domingo  with  a  stable  government,  under  which  her  immense  resources 
can  be  developed,  will  give  remunerative  wages  to  tens  of  thousands  of  laborers 
not  now  on  the  island. 

This  labor  will  take  advantage  of  every  available  means  of  transportation  to 
abandon  the  adjacent  islands  and  seek  the  blessings  of  freedom  and  its  sequence — 
each  inhabitant  receiving  the  reward  of  his  own  labor.  Porto  Rico  and  Cuba  will 
have  to  abolish  slavery  as  a  measure  of  self-preservation  to  retain  their  laborers. 

San  Domingo  will  become  a  large  consumer  of  the  products  of  northern  farm? 
and  manufactories ;  the  cheap  rate  at  which  her  citizens  can  be  furnished  with 
food,  tools,  and  machinery  will  make  It  necessary  that  the  contiguous  island 
should  have  the  same  advantages  in  order  to  compete  in  the  production  of  sugar, 
coffee,  tobacco,  tropical  fruits,  etc.  This  will  open  to  us  a  still  wider  market  for 
our  products. 

The  production  of  our  own  supply  of  these  articles  will  cut  off  more  than  one 
hundred  millions  of  our  annual  imports,  besides  largely  Increasing  our  exports. 
With  such  a  picture  It  Is  easy  to  see  how  our  large  debt  abroad  is  ultimately  to 
be  extinguished.  With  a  balance  of  trade  against  us  (including  interest  on 
bonds  held  against  us  by  foreigners  and  money  spent  by  our  citizens  traveling  in 
foreign  lands)  equal  to  the  entire  yield  of  the  precious  metals  In  this  country, 
it  is  not  so  easy  to  see  how  this  result  Is  to  be  otherwise  accomplished. 

The  acquisition  of  San  Domingo  is  an  adherence  to  the  Monroe  doctrine ;  it  Is 
a  measure  of  national  protection ;  It  Is  asserting  our  Just  claim  to  a  controlling 
influence  over  the  great  commercial  traflic  soon  to  flow  from  east  to  west  by  the 
way  of  Isthmus  of  Darien;  it  is  to  build  up  our  merchant  marine;  it  is  to 
furnish  new  markets  for  the  products  of  our  farms,  shops,  and  manufactories; 
it  is  to  make  slavery  insupportable  in  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  at  once,  and  ulti- 
mately in  Brazil;  it  is  to  settle  the  unhappy  condition  of  Cuba  and  end  an 
exterminating  conflict ;  it  is  to  provide  honest  means  of  paying  our  honest  debts 
without  overtaxing  the  people ;  It  Is  to  furnish  our  citizens  with  the  necessaries 


Digitized  by 


Google 


KATIFIOATION  OF  TREATIES.  .     213 

of  life  at  cheaper  rates  than  ever  before ;  and  it  is,  in  fine,  a  rapid  stride  toward 
that  greatness  which  the  Intelligence,  industry,  and  enterprise  of  the  citizens  ot 
the  United  States  entitle  this  country  to  assume  among  nations. 

U.  S.  Gbant^ 
ExECUTl^^:  Mansion,  May  91,  1S70, 

The  additional  article  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Dominican  Republic,  of  the  29th  November,  1869,  for  the  annexa- 
tion of  that  Republic  to  the  United  States,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  additional  article  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  with  the  message  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  June  8, 1870. 

^  Mr.  Sumner  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  communicate 
In  confidence  to  the  Senate  the  instructions  of  the  Navy  Department  to  the  navy 
ofllcers  in  command  on  the  coast  of  Dominica  and  Haiti,  and  the  reports  of  such 
oflficers  to  the  Navy  Department  from  the  commencement  of  the  negotiation  of 
the  treaty  with  Dominica. 

Mr.  Cameron  submitted  a  motion  that  Thursday  next,  at  1  o'clock, 
be  fixed  for  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the 
Dominican  Eepublic. 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stewart, 

That  the  time  fixed  by  the  Senate  for  taking  a  recess  be  postponed 
from  half  past  4  to  5  o'clock  p.  m.. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  jj^^^  2i 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Cameron,  Chandler,  Cole,  Corbett,  Drake,  Gilbert,  Hamil- 
ton of  Texas,  Hamlin,  Harlan,  Harris,  Howard,  Howe,  Howell,  John- 
son, Morton,  .Nye,  Osborn,  Pomeroy,  Eice,  Ross,  Scott,  Sherman, 
^rague,  Stewart,  Sumner,  Thayer,  Thurman,  Warner,  Willey,  and 
Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Boreman,  Buckingham,  Casserly,  Davis,  Fowler,  Hamilton 
of  Manrland,  Kellogg,  McCreery,  McDonald,  Morrill  of  Maine,  Mor- 
rill of  Vermont,  Pratt,  Ramsey,  Robertson,  Saulsbury,  Schurz,  Stock- 
ton, Tipton,  Trumbull,  Vickers,  and  Yates. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to:  and 

The  Senate  proceeded  with  the  consideration  of  the  motion  fixing^ 
Thursday  next,  at  1  o'clock,  for  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic,  and 

After  debate. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Schurz, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  direct- 
ing the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  to  inquire  into  the  conduct- 
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•of  certain  agents  connected  with  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Repubhc. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cameron  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  "  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  select  com/ndttee  this  day  appointed  by  the  Seriate 
in  legislative  session.  , 

Pending  debate, 

Tlie  Vice-President  announced  that  5  o'clock,  the  time  fixed  by  the 
JSenate  for  taking  a  recess,  had  arrived. 

Whereupon, 

The  executive  session  closed. 

Fridat,  June  17, 1870. 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  8th  Instant  requesting  the 
president  "  to  communicate,  in  confidence,  the  Instructions  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment to  Navy  ofiicers  in  command  on  the  coast  of  Dominica  and  Haiti,  and  the 
reports  of  such  officers  to  the  Navy  Department,  from  the  commencement  of 
the  negotiation  of  the  treaty  with  Dominica,"  I  herewith  transmit  the  papers 
".received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  whom  the  resolution  was  referred. 

U.  S.  Grant. 

Executive  Mansion,  June  i7,  i870. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sumner, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  President  In  reply  to  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  8th  Instant,  communicating  the  Instructions  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment to  naval  officers  in  command  on  the  coast  of  Dominica  and  Haiti,  lie  on 
ihe  table  and  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Friday,  June  24,  1870. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morton, 

Ordered,  That  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic, 
signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  be  made  the  q;>ecial  order  of  the  day  for 
Monday  next  at  10  o'clock. 

After  debate^ 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  two-thirds  of  the  SenatcOT 
;present  agreeing  thereto. 

Wednesday,  June  29,  1870. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Bepublic, 
:signed  on  the  28th  of  November,  1869. 

A.nd   after  debate 

The  Vice-President  announced  that  5  o'clock,  the  time  fixed  by  the 
Senate  for  taking  a  recess,  had  arrived. 

"\Vhereupon, 

The  executive  session  closed. 

Tuesday,  June  30,  1870. 

The  Senate  resimied,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic, 
fflgned  on  the  29th  November,  1869. 
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After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  that  the  consideration  of  the  said 
treaty  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in  December  next, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Howard,  to  amend  article  1  of  the  treaty  by 
striking  out  the  words  "  public  lands  and  other  property  not  specified 
excepted"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  words: 

And  all  other  lands  and  territorial  rights  of  said  Republic,  subject,  however, 
to  any  lawful  mortgage,  pledge,  hypothecation,  or  charge  now  existing  on  the 
some,  such  mortgage,  pledge,  hypothecation,  or  charge  not  to  be  impaired  by 
this  treaty, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Howard,  to  further  amend  the  treaty  by  striking 
out  all  of  article  6  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  as  follows: 

TJie  money  agreed  to  be  paid  by  the  United  States  under  the  conrention  shall 
be  applied,  through  a  commission  consisting  of  two  members  (one  of  whom  shall 
be  appointed  by  each  Oovemment),  to  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt  of  the 
DoniiiUcan  Republic,  It  shall  be  applied,  first,  to  the  payment  of  such  part,  if 
any,  of  the  foreign  debt  of  the  Republic  as  may  be  due  or  held  by  other  govern- 
ments or  nations;  and,  secondly,  to  so  much  of  the  said  foreign  debt  oa  may  be 
due  to  individuals  not  citizens  of  San  Doirmigo;  and,  thirdly,  to  the  payment  of 
the  domestic  debt  of  the  Republic  of  San  Domingo;  and  after  the  execution 
and  ratification  of  this  treaty  the  Dominican  Republic  shall  make  no  grant,  con^ 
cession,  pledge,  mortgage,  or  hypothecation  of  lands  or  rights  in  lands,  and 
shall  contract  no  further  debts.  The  United  States  are.  in  no  event,  to  be  liable 
for  the  payment  of  any  debt,  of  whatever  kind  or  description,  of  said  Dominican 
Republic,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  any  interest  thereon,  or  any  obligation  of  the 
Dominican  Republic;  but  the  United  States  are  at  liberty  to  take  such  measures 
as  they  may  deem  proper  to  procure  a  discharge  and  release  of  the  public  lands 
or  any  part  thereof,  mentioned  in  article  S  of  this  treaty,  from  such  pledge,  mort- 
gage, hypothecation,  or  charge,  and  thereupon  the  titles  in  fee  simple  of  said 
public  lands,  so  discharged  and  released,  shall  vest  in  the  United  States,  and 
whenever  by  any  other  means  any  such  public  lands  shall  become  free  from 
such  pledge,  mortgage,  hypothecation,  or  charge,  such  public  lands  shall  be  and 
become  the  absolute  property  of  the  United  States. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Howard,  to  further  amend  the  treaty  by  inserting 
after  "  the  United  States,"  where  it  occurs  the  second  time  in  article  7, 
the  words :  or  this  treaty^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Howard,  to  further  amend  the  treaty  by  striking 
out  all  of  article  8,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  as  follows: 

Religion  shall  be  forever  free  in  the  territory  hereby  ceded  to  the  United 
States;  the  government  of  the  same,  whether  provisional,  territorial,  or  other- 
wise,  shall  never  prohibit  or  in  any  way  punish  or  restrain  the  free  exercise 
thereof,  nor  shall  any  person  be  called  in  question  for  his  opinions  on  the  sub- 
ject of  religion;  and  the  principles  and  forms  of  the  common  law,  so  far  as  ap- 
^icable  to  the  circumstances  and  condition  of  the  people  thereof,  shall  be  en- 
forced by  the  authorities  thereof  unless  altered  by  legislation. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

No  further  amendment  being  made  to  the  treatjr,  it  was  reported 
to  the  Senate,  and  the  amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
were  concurred  in ;  and  no  further  amendments  being  proposed  to  the 
treaty,  '    . 

Mr.  Sumner  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  for  the  annexation  of  the 
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Dominican  Republic,  signed  on  the  29th  of  November,  1869,  with  the  following 
amendment : 

Article  1.  Strike  out  the  words  "  public  lands  and  other  property  not  speci- 
fied excepted,"  and  Insertiln  Ueu  thereof  the  following  words : 

And  all  other  land  and  territorial  rights  of  said  Republic,  subject,  hoicever^ 
to  any  latcful  mortgage,  pledge,  hypothecation,  or  charge  now  existing  on  the 
same,  such  mortgage,  pledge,  hypothecation,  or  charge  not  to  be  impaired  by 
this  treaty. 

Strike  out  all  of  article  6,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

The  money  agreed  to  be  paid  by  the  United  States  under  this  convention 
shall  be  applied,  through  a  commission  consisting  of  two  members  {one  of  tohom 
shall  be  appointed  by  ea^h  Oovemment),  to  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt 
of  the  Dominican  Rep^tblic.  It  shall  be  applied,  first,  to  the  payment  of  such 
part,  if  any,  of  the  foreign  debt  of  the  Republic  as  may  be  due  to,  or  may  be  held 
by,  other  governments  or  nations;  and,  secondly,  to  so  much  of  the  said  foreign 
debt  as  may  be  dy,e  to  individuals,  not  citizens  of  San  Domingo;  atid,  thirdly, 
to  the  payment  of  the  domestic  debt  of  the  Republic  of  fifon  Domingo;  and  after 
the  execution  and  ratification  of  thix  treaty,  the  Dominican. Republic  shall  make 
no  grant,  concession,  pledge,  mortgage,  or  hypothecation  in  lands,  or  rights  in 
lands,  and  shall  contract  no  further  debts.  The  United  States  are  in  no  event 
to  be  liable  for  the  payment  of  any  debts  of  whatever  kind  or  description  of 
said  Dominican  Republic,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  any  interest  thereon,  or  for 
any  obligation  of  the  Dominican  Republic;  but  the  United  States  are  at  liberty 
to  take  such  measures  as  they  may  deem  proper  to  procure  a  discharge  and  re- 
lease of  the  public  lands  or  any  part  thereof,  mentioned  in  article  S  of  this 
treaty,  from  such  pledge,  mortgage,  hypothecation,  or  charge,  and  thereupon  the 
title  in  fee  simple  of  said  public  lands,  so  discharged  and  released,  shall  vest 
in  the  United  States;  and  whenever,  by  any  other  means,  any  such  public  lands 
shall  become  free  from  said  pledge,  mortgage,  hypothecation,  or  charge,  such 
public  lands  shall  be  and  become  the  absolute  property  of  the  United  States. 

Artice  7.  Insert  after  the  words  "  United  States,"  where  it  occurs  the  rec- 
ond  time,  the  words :  this  treaty. 

Strike  out  all  of  article  8,  and  In  lieu  thereof  Insert  as  follows: 

Religion  shall  be  forever  free  in  the  territory  hereby  ceded  to  the  United 
States.  The  government  of  the  same,  whether  provisional,  territorial,  or  other- 
wise,  shall  never  prohibit,  or  in  any  way  punish  or  restrain  the  exercise  thereof, 
nor  shall  any  person  be  called  in  question  for  his  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
religion;  and  the  principles  and  the  forms  of  the  common  law,  so  far  a^  ap- 
plicable to  the  circumstances  and  condition  of  the  people  thereof,  shall  be  en- 
forced by  the  authorities  thereof  unless  altered  by  legislation. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution,  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  pres- 
ent not  concurring  therein. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Abbott,  Brownlow,  Cameron,  Cattell,  Chandler,  Cole,  Conk- 
ling,  Corbett,  Drake,  Fenton,  Hamlin,  Harlan,  Howard,  Howell, 
McDonald,  Morton,  Nye,  Osborn,  Ramsey,  Revels,  Rice,  Spencer, 
Sprague,  Stewart,  Thayer,  Warner,  Williams,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs,  Boreman,  Casserly,  Cragin,  Davis,  Edmunds,  Ferry, 
Fowler.  Hamilton  of  Maryland,  Harris,  Johnston,  McCreery,  Mor- 
rill of  Maine,  Morrill  of  Vermont,  Patterson,  Pool,  Pratt,  Robertson, 
Ross,  Saulsbury,  Sawyer,  Schurz,  Scott,  Stockton,  Sumner,  Thur- 
man,  Tipton,  Vickers,  and  Willey. 

So  the  treaty  was  rejected. 

Mr.  Pomeroy  asked  and  obtained  unanimous  consent  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Journal  in  connection  with  the  vote  on  the  treaty  for 
the  annexation  of  the  Dominican  Republic,  signed  on  the  29th  No- 
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vember,  1869,  the  following  statement,  showing  how  certain  Senators 
who  had  paired  would  have  voted  had  they  been  present. 

Messrs.  Ames  and  Hamilton  of  Texas,  in  favor  of  the  treaty,  paired 
with  Mr.  Kellogg,  opposed  to  it. 

Messrs.  Anthony  and  Carpenter,  in  favor  of  the  treaty,  paired  with 
Mr.  Bayard,  opposed  to  it. 

Messrs.  Gilbert  and  Pomeroy,  in  favor  of  the  treaty,  paired  with 
Mr.  Yates,  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Howe,  in  favor  of  the  treaty,  paired  with  Mr.  Buckingham^ 
opposed  to  it. 

TBEATT  WITH  BELGIUM,  CONCEBNING  EXTBADITION,  1874. 
Friday,  March  20,  1874. 

The  following  messa^s  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Babcock,  his  secretary : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  and  with  a  view 
to  its  ratification,  a  convention  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
Belgium  on  the  19th  March,  1874,  concerning  extradition. 

U.  S.  Grant. 

Washington,  March  20,  187^, 

The  convention  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Belgium 
on  the  19th  March,  1874,  concerning  extradition,  was  read  the  first 
time. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  convention  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and,  together  with  the  message,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  us© 
of  the  Senate. 

Friday,  March  27,  1874. 

Mr.  Cameron,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  20th  instant,  the  convention  concluded  between  the 
United  States  and  Belgium  on  the  19th  of  March,  1874,  concerning 
extradition,  reported  the  same  without  amendment. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Cameron, 

The  said  convention  was  read  the  second  time,  and  considered  as 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no  amendment  being  made,  it  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Cameron  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring).  That  the  Sennte 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  concluded  between  the 
United  States  and  Belgium  on  the  19th  of  March,  1874,  concerning  extradition. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  ana. 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 
It  was  determined  unanimously  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Wednesday,  April  8, 1874. 

Mr.  Cameron  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered, by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  27th  of  March  advising  and 
consenting  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  concluded  between  the  United 
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States  and  Belgium  on  the  19th  of  March,  1874,  concerning  extradition  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  reconsidered,  and  that  the  President  be  requested  to  re- 
turn the  said  convention  and  resolution  to  the  Senate. 

Friday,  April  10, 1874. 

Mr.  Cameron  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to : 

Resolvedf  That  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  8th  instant,  reconsidering 
the  resolution  of  the  27th  of  March,  advising  and  consenting  to  the  ratification 
of  the  convention  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Belgium  on  the 
19th  of  March,  1874,  concerning  extradition ;  and  requesting  the  President  to 
return  the  said  convention  and  resolution  to  the  Senate,  be,. and  the  same  is 
hereby,  rescinded. 

TBEATY  WITH  MEXICO,  1882. 

Convention  providing  for  reopening  and  retrying  the  clainas  of 
Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico. 

Wednesday,  July  26,  1882. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Pruden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

1  transmit  herewith,  with  a  view  to  its  ratification,  a  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the 
claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Sliver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico, 
signed  on  the  13th  day  of  July.  1882. 

Chester  A.  Abthtjb. 
Executive  Mansion,  Washington,  July  20,  1882, 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  OToviding 
for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and 
La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  si^ed  on  the  18th 
day  of  July,  1882,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  convention  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  and,  together  with  the  message  and  accompanying  documents,  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Thursday,  July  27,  1882. 

Mr.  Voorhees  presented  the  memorial  of  John  J.  Kot  protesting 
against  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claim  of 
the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico ;  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Kelations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Monday,  August  7,  1882. 

Mr.  Windom,  from  the  same  committee,  to  whom  was  referred,  the 
26th  July,  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico, 
providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin 
Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed 
on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1882,  reported  the  same  without  amendment. 

Mr.  Windom,  from  the  same  committee,  presented  the  memorial  of 
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the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  of  New  York,  protesting 
against  the  ratifi^^ation  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims 
of  the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico ;  which  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence  lor  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Morgan,  from  the  Committee^  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  3d  instant,  the  convention  concluded  on  the  29th  of 
July,  1882,  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  providing  for  an 
international  boundary  survey  to  relocate  the  existmg  frontier  line 
between  the  two  countries  west  of  the  Rio  Grande,  reported  the  same 
without  amendment. 

Friday,  January  12, 1883. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom, 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  providing 
for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and 
La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th 
day  of  July,  1882,  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Dawes,  at  5  o^clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Saturday,  January  13,  1883. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  MexicOj  pro- 
viding for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin 
Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed 
on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1882. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Brown,  at  5  o'clock  and  14  minutes  p.  m.,  that  the 

Senate  adjourn, 

CYeas  21 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  ]  jj«yg  28 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Barrow,  Beck,  Brown,  Call,  Coke,  George,  Jackson,  Jonas, 
Lamar,  Logan,  Maxey,  Pendleton,  Plumb,  Pugh,  Saulsbury,  Slater, 
Vance,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walker,  and  Williams. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Anthony,  Blair,  Cameron  of  Wiscondn, 
Chilcott,  Conger,  Davis  of  West  Virginia,  Edmunds,  Frye,  Gorman, 
Groome,  Harrison,  Hawley,  Hill,  Hoar,  In^Us,  Johnston,  Lapham, 
McDill,  McMillan,  Mahone,  Morgan,  Morrill,  Rollins,  Sawyer,  and 
Sherman. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

After  further  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom,  at  5  o'clock  and  36  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


220  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

Monday,  January  15, 1883. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  provid- 
ing for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil 
and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the 
13th  day  of  July,  1882;  and 

After  debate. 

No  amendment  being  made,  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Windom  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring).  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of 
Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on 
the  13th  day  of  July,  1882. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  ;^T^yg  20 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are. 

Messrs.  Anthony,  Blair,  Cameron  of  Wisconsin,  Chilcott,  Conger, 
Davis  of  Illinois^  Dawes,  Edmunds,  Frye,  George,  Gorman,  Hamp- 
ton, Harrison,  Hawley,  Hill,  Hoar,  Jackson,  Johnston,  Jones  of 
Florida,  Lapham,  McDill,  McMillan,  Miller  of  California,  Morgan, 
Morrill,  Pendleton,  Piatt,  Pugh,  Eansom,  Rollins,  Saulsbury,  Sawyer, 
and  Sewell. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Barrow,  Brown,  Call,  Coke,  Davis  of  West  Virginia,  Far- 
ley, Garland,  Grover,  Ingalls,  Jonas,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Lamar, 
Logan,  Maxey,  Slater,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walker,  Williams,  and 
Windom. 

So  the  resolution  was  not  agreed  to,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  not  havingf  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom  that  the  Senate  reconsider  its  vote  dis- 
agreeing to  the  re«?olution  of  ratification, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Vest  to  lay  the  said  motion  on- the  table. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Windom,  at  6  o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  February  12, 1883. 

Mr.  Jonas  presented  the  memorial  of  P.  S.  Wiltz,  administrator  of 
the  estate  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  of  widow  and  child  of  said  Weil, 
against  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of 
Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Friday,  March  6,  1885. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Miller, 
The  following  executive  documents  were  taken  from  the  files  of 
the  Senate,  read  the  first  time,  and  referred  to  the  Conmiittee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  viz : 
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Convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  pro- 
viding for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Well  and 
La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th  day  of 
July,  188a 

Monday,  March  16,  1885. 

Mr.  Miller,  of  California,  from  the  same  committee,  to  whom  waa 
referred,  the  6th  instant,  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying 
of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Com- 
pany against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1883,  reported 
the  same  with  amendments. 

Friday,  March  20,  1885. 

The  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  for  the  re- 
opening and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra 
Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th  day  of 
July,  1883,  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  to  to-morrow. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  3  o'clock  and  16  minutes  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Saturday,  March  21, 1885. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  pro- 
viding for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin 
Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  on  the 
13th  day  of  July,  1883. 

Pendmg  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postopened  to  Monday 
next. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  3  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

Monday,  March  23, 1885. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  relative  to  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver 
Mining  Company  against  Mexico* 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Teller,  at  4  o'clock  and  34  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Tuesday,  March  24, 1885. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  relative  to  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver 
Mininff  Company  against  Mexico. 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Voorhees,  at  5  o'clock  and  37  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  March  25, 1885. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion  of  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  relative  to  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver 
Mining  Company  against  Mexico. 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Vest,  at  4  o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  March  26,  1885. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico,  relative  to  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver 
Mining  Company  against  Mexico. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 

postponed  to  the  second  Tuesday  in  December  next, 

fYeas  25 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  j  jr-^yg  05 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Call,  Colquitt,  Dawes,  Frye,  Greorge,  Gray,. 
Hale,  Hawley,  Jackson,  McMillan,  McPherson,  Manderson,  Miller 
of  California,  Miller  of  New  York,  Morgan,  Morrill,  Pike,  Piatt,. 
Pugh,  Sawyer,  Sewell,  Spooner,  Teller,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Beck,  Berrv,  Blackburn,  Bowen,  Brown,  Cameron,  Chace, 
Conger,  Cnllom,  Dolph,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Gibson,  Ingalls,  Jones  of 
Arkansas,  Kenna,  Mahone,  Mitchell,  Payne,  Plumb,  Riddleberger, 
Sabin,  Sherman,  Vest,  and  Voorhees. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and 

The  said  convention  was  postponed  to  the  second  Tuesday  in  De- 
cember next. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison,  at  3  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened;  and 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 
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Monday,  February  3, 1886. 

The  President  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of 
George  Ticknor  Curtis,  counsel  for  the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Com- 

£any,  praying  the  Senate  to  take  final  action  on  the  convention 
rtween  the  United  States  and  Mexico  providing  for  the  reopening 
and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver 
Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Thursday,  March  25,  1886. 

Mr.  Logan  presented  the  petition  of  Robert  C.  Schenck  and  others 
respecting  the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  and  its  assigns,  pray- 
ing for  action  on  the  pending  convention  with  Mexico;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Thursday,  April  15,  1886. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  Calendar  of  Treaties;  and 
thereupon. 

The  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of 
Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico, 
signed  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1883,  was  laid  before  the  Senate  and 
read  a  second  time,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole; 
and 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

FRroAY,  April  16,  1886. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  provid- 
ing for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil 
and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company,  signed  on  the  13th  day  of  July, 
1882,  and  the  amendments  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  having  been  unanimously  agreed  to,  and  no  further  amend- 
ment being  made,  it  was  reported  to  tne  Senate,  and  the  amendments 
were  unanimously  concurred  in;  and  no  further  amendment  being 
reported, 

Mr.  Morgan  submitted  the  following  resolution,  the  consideration 
of  which  was  passed  over  under  the  rule: 

Resolved  itwo-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurrinff) ,  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratiftcatlon  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  providing  for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of 
Benjamin  Weil  and  La  Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on 
the  13th  day  of  July,  1882.  with  the  following  amendments : 

Strike  out  in  Article  V,  in  the  sixth  line,  all  after  the  word,  **  consideration," 
down  to  and  including  tlie  word  **  parties,"  in  the  eleventh  line,  and  strike  out 
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In  the  thirteenth  line  of  Article  V  the  words  "  vested  rights,"  and  insert  in  the 
lieu  thereof  the  words  any  of  such  claims  after  the  word  "  of." 

Also  strike  out  in  Article  VI,  hi  the  third  line,  after  the  word  "  no,"  the 
words  "  vested  rights,"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  w^ord  claims. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  at  4  o'clock  and  58  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  April  19,  1886. 

The  president  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate  at  its  last  adjournment,  viz,  the  convention 
(Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  providing  for 
the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La 
Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th 
day  of  July,  1882,  the  pending  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  of  ratification. 

Pending  debate, 

Mr.  Morgan,  by  unanimous  consent,  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution ;  which  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  hereby  requested  to  ask  from  the 
Mexican  minister  at  Washington,  if  he  can,  to  obtain  and  send  to  the  Senate 
In  executive  session  the  original  press  copy  book  of  the  La  Abra  Silver  Mining 
CJompnny,  and  the  other  original  papers  and  documents  described  in  the  letter 
of  M.  D.  2^macona  to  Mr.  Evarts,  Secretary  of  State,  dated  January  11,  1879, 
and  receipted  for  by  Juan  N.  Navarro  to  the  chief  clerk  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment on  the  6th  November,  1880,  said  papers  to  be  returned  to  the  minister  of 
the  Government  of  Mexico. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Voorhees  the  vote  agreeing  to  the  forgoing  reso- 
lution was  reconsidered. 

The  question  recurring  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution, 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McPherson,  at  5  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  nu, 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  April  20,  1886. 

The  President  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate  at  its  last  adjournment,  viz,  the  convention 
(Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  providing  for 
the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Weil  and  La 
Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th 
dav  of  July,  1882. 

'*rhe  pending  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution  of  ratifi- 
cation. 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  ^^^g^^'^'^^l  Vo yg  ofi 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Ma«?srs.  Aldrich,  Berry,  Call,  Chace,  Colquitt,  Cullom,  Dawes, 
Dolph,  Edmunds,  Frye,  George,  Hampton,  Harris,  Harrison,  Haw- 
ley,  Hearst,  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  McMillan,  McPherson,  Morgan, 
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Morrill,  Palmer,  Payne,  Pike.  Piatt,  Saulsbiiry,  Sawyer,  Sewell, 
TeUer,  Walthall,  Wilson,  and  Palmer. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blackburn,  Bowen,  Brown,  Butler,  Camden, 
Cockrell,  Coke,  Conger,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Gibson,  Gorman,  Gray,  In- 
galls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Logan,  Mahone,  Maxey,  Rumb,  Riddleberger, 
Sherman,  Stanford,  Vance,  Vest,  and  Voorhees. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification 
of  the  convention  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  Pro- 
viding for  the  reopening  and  retrying  of  the  claims  of  Benjamin  Well  and  La 
Abra  Silver  Mining  Company  against  Mexico,  signed  on  the  13th  day  of  July, 
1882,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  lay  the  said  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Morgan  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  convention  with 
Mexico,  concluded  on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1882,  and  from  all  the  papers  of  a 
confidential  character  pertaining  to  said  convention,  and  from  all  votes  upon 
said  convention,  or  any  amendments  thereto. 

Thursday,  April  29,  1886. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
the  20th  instant  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the  con- 
vention with  Mexico,  concluded  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1882. 

Pending  debate, 

Mr.  Morgan  modified  his  resolution  by  striking  out  the  words, "  and 
from  all  votes  upon  said  convention  or  any  amendments  thereto." 

Pending  furtner  drfmte. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  at  6  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  Mat  5, 1886. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Morgan  the  20th  ultimo;  and 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  convention 
with  Mexico  concluded  on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1882,  and  from  aU  the  papers 
of  a  confidential  character  pertaining  to  said  convention. 

TBEATY  WITH  BELGIirM,  1884. 

convention  for  regulating  rights  in  property,  etc. 

Wednesday,  December  8, 1884. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Pniden,  one  of  his  secretaries: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate,  for  its  consideration  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
convention  for  regulating  the  right  of  succession  to  and  acquisition  of  property, 
etc,  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Belgium  on  the  4th  ultfano. 

Chester  A.  Abthttb, 

Executive  Mansion, 

Washington,  December  S,  I884, 

121334— S.  Doc.  26,  66-1 ^15  r" ^^^T^ 

Digitized  by  VjOOQLC 


226  RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES. 

The  following  conventions  were  read  the  first  time  and  severally 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and,  with  the  ac- 
companying message,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate,  viz : 

Convention  (Executive  B)  for  regulating  the  right  of  succession 
and  the  acquisition  of  property,  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  Belgium,  November  4,  1884. 

Wednesday,  February  18,  1885. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Pniden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

*  ♦"*  *  ♦  ♦  m 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

Referring  your  honorable  body  to  the  message  of  December  1,  1884,  by 
which  I  transmitted  to  the  Senate,  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a  treaty 
negotiated  with  Belgium,  touching  the  succession  to  and  acquirement  of  real 
property,  etc.,  by  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  one  government  in  the  domain 
of  the  other,  I  now  address  you  in  order  to  recall  the  treaty  thus  transmitted 
for  reexamination. 

Ohbsteb  a.  Abthtjb. 

Washii^gton,  February  17,  1885. 

The  messages  were  read. 

Ordered,  That,  In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  President  of  this  day,  the 
Secretary  be  directed  to  return  to  him  the  convention  for  regulating  the  right  of 
succession  to  and  acquisition  of  property,  concluded  between  the  United  States 
and  Belgium,  November  4,  1884. 

TREATY  WITH  SPAIN,  1884. 

convention  for  commercial  reciprocitr  with  spain  : 

Wednesday,  December  10,  1884. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Pruden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

4c  4c  «  4:  m  m  4> 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  for  consideration,  with  a  view  to  its  ratification,  a 
convention  for  commercial  reciprocity  between  the  United  States  and  Spain, 
providing  for  an  intimate  and  favored  exchange  of  products  with  the"  islands 
of  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  signed  at  Madrid  November  18,  1884. 

Chester  A.  AitTHUR. 
ExBcurrvB  Mansion, 

Washington,  December  10,  1884. 

The  convention  for  commercial  reciprocity  between  the  United 
States  and  Spain  providing  for  an  intimate  and  favored  exchange 
of  products  with  the  islands  of  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  signed  at  Mad- 
rid November  18, 1884,  was  read  the  first  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Miller  of  California, 

Ordered,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  text  of  the 
said  conyention,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions and,  together  with  the  message,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison, 
Ordered,  That  the  said  convention  be  printed  In  the  Congressional  Record. 
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Mr.  Miller  of  California  submitted  a  resolution  that  2,000  extra 
copies  of  the  said  convention  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

Mr.  Manderson,  from  the  Committee  on  Printing,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  foregoing  resolution,  reported  the  same  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 

Resolved y  That  the  Senate  agree  thereto. 

Thursday,  December  11,  1884. 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  convention  for  commercial  reciprocity  with  Spain,  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  on  the  10th  instant,  be  considered  in  open  Senate. 

Tuesday,  December  16,  1884. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered f  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  memorials  rela- 
tive to  the  commercial  treaty  (Executive  E)  with  Spain,  and  that  they  be 
transferred-  to  the  legislative  journal. 

Thursday,  February  26,  1885. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Fruden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

at  nt  *  *  m  m  Hi 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  for  Its  consideration,  with  a  view  to  ratification,  a 
provisional  article  of  agreement  modifying  the  latter  clause  of  Article  XXVI 
of  the  pending  commercial  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  con- 
cluded November  18,  1884,  so  as  to  extend  the  time  for  the  approval  of  the 
laws  necessary  to  carry  the  said  treaty  into  operation,  if  ratified. 

Chester  A.  Abthub. 
Executive  Mansion,  February  26,  1885, 

The  provisional  article  (Executive  O)  of  agreement  modifying 
the  latter  clause  of  article  26  of  the  pending  commercial  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  November  18,  1884, 
was  read  the  first  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  provisional  article  be  referred  to  the  CJommittee  on 
Foreign  Relationsf  and,  together  with  the  message,  be  printed  In  confidence 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Monday,  March  2,  1885. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 

United  States,  by  Mr.  ftuden,  one  of  his  secretaries: 

«  «  «  «  «  «  « 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

Referring  to  my  message  to  the  Senate  of  the  25th  instant  by  which  I  trans- 
mitted, with  a  view  to  ratification,  an  additional  article  to  the  commercial 
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treaty  with  Spain  concluded  November  18, 1884,  I  now  have  the  honor  to  request 
the  return  of  that  Instrument. 

Chester  A.  Abthub. 
Executive  Mansion,  February  28,  1885. 

*  *  4:  *  Hi  *  ♦ 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  herewith  transmit  to  the  Senate,  with  a  view  to  examination  and  sanction 
by  that  body,  a  treaty  signed  in  tliis  city  to-day  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Spanish  minister,  consisting  of  four  supplementary  articles  amenda- 
tory of  the  commercial  treaty  of  November  18,  1884,  between  the  United  States 
and  Spain,  which  is  now  pending  in  the  Senate.  The  accompanying  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  recites  the  particulars  of  the  modifications  which 
have  been  made  in  deference  to  the  representations  made  on  behalf  of  im- 
portant commercial  interests  of  the  United  States,  whereby  it  is  believed  all 
well-foimded  objections  on  their  part  to  the  ratifications  of  that  treaty  are 
obviated. 

Chester  A.  Arthui^ 

Executive  Mansion, 

Washington,  March  2,  1885. 

The  four  supplementary  articles  amendatory  of  the  pending  com- 
mercial treaty  of  November  18,  1884,  between  the  United  States  and 
Spain  were  read  the  first  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morrill, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  articles,  together  with  the  message  and  accompany- 
ing documents,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Miller  of  California, 

Ordered,  That  in  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  of  this  day,  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  return  to  him  the  additional 
article  to  the  commercial  treaty  with  Spain  concluded  November  Ig.  1884. 

Wednesday,  December  3,  1884. 

Mr.  Lapham  presented  the  petition  of  citizens  of  Utica,  N.  Y.,  re- 
questing the  Senate  to  vote  against  the  clause  in  the  new  Spani^ 
treaty  relating  to  the  reduction  of  the  import  duty  on  cigars,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations. 

Tuesday,  December  9.  1884. 

Mr.  Lapham  presented  the  memorial  of  A.  F.  Upton,  treasurer  and 
general  manager  of  the  Jarvis  Engineering  Company,  of  Boston, 
Mass.,  in  favor  of  the  proposed  commercial  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  Spain. 

Also  a  memorial  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of  New  York,  re- 
monstrating against  the  acceptance  of  the  proposed  commercial  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  Spain. 

Wednesday,  December  10,  1884. 

Memorials  of  cigar  makers,  remonstrating  against  the  clause  in  the 
Spanish  treaty  relating  to  the  import  duty  on  cigars  were  presented 
as  follows,  viz : 

By  Mr.  Conger:  Four  memorials  of  cigar  makers  of  Michigan. 

By  Mr.  Lapham :  Three  memorials  of  cigar  makers  of  the  S^ate  of 
New  York. 

By  Mr.  Sewell :  Two  memorials  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey. 
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By  Mr.  Wilson:  One  memorial  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of 
Iowa. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  CJommittee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Thubsday,  Decembbr  11, 1884. 

Memorials  of  cigar  makers,  remonstrating  against  the  clause  in  the 
Spanish  treaty  relating  to  the  import  duty  on  cigars  were  presented 
as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Sherman.  Four  memorials  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of 
Ohio. 

By  Mr.  Logan.  A  memorial  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of  Illinois. 

By  Mr.  Lapham.  A  memorial  of  cigar  makers  of  the  State  of  New 
York. 

Tuesday,  December  16,  1884. 

Memorials  were  presented  as  follows,  viz : 

By  Mr.  Mitchell:  Seven  memorials  of  cigar  makers  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating  against  the  clause  in  the  Spanish  treaty  relating 
to  the  import  duty  on  cigars. 

CONVENTION     CONCEBNING     THE     EXTBADITION     OF     FEESONS 
CHABGED  WITH  CBIME,  SIGNED  AT  LONDON,  JUNE  25,  1886. 

Moi^DAT,  December  12,  1887. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  conventions,  declarations,  treaty,  and  additional 
article  be  again  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  viz: 

Convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with  crime, 
signed  at  London,  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842. 

Wednesday,  January  4,  1888. 

Mr.  Dawes  presented  a  petition  of  the  Father  Matthew  Total  Ab- 
stinence Society  of  Lawrence,  Mass.,  praying  the  defeat  of  a  certain 
treaty  now  pending  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 

Tuesday,  January  12,  1888. 

Mr.  Morgan,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  12th  December  last,  the  convention  (Executive  H) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradi- 
tion of  persons  charged  with  crimes,  signed  at  London,  June  25, 
1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842, 
reported  it  with  an  additional  amendment;  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Monday,  January  30,  1888. 

Mr.  Eiddleberger  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  con- 
sideration : 

Resolved,  That  tlio  pen(Hn>r  treaty  between  this  Govennnent  and  that  of 
Qreat  Britain  be  considered  In  open  session. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Riddleberger, 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 
After  debate, 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  y^^^  oo 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Riddleberger, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Blair,  CuUom,  Daniel,  Dawes,  Eustis,  Ingalls,  Piatt, 
Reagan,  Sawyer,  Stewart,  and  Teller. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Bate,  Beck,  Berrj^,  Blodgett,  Call,  Chance,  Chan- 
ler,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  Davis,  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Faulkner, 
George,  Gorman,  Gray,  Harris,  Hawley,  Hearst,  Hiscock,  Hoar, 
Kenna,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Paddock,  Pasco,  Pugh,  Quay,  Ransom, 
Riddleberger,  Sabin,  Saulsbury,  Spooner,  Turpie,  Vest,  and  WalthalL 

So  the  resolution  was  not  agreed  to. 

Wednesday,  February  1,  1888. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the  convention  (Execu- 
tive H)  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  conceminff  the 
extradition  of  persons  charged  with  crime,  signed  at  London,  June 
25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  the  provisions  of  Article  X 
of  the  treaty  of  1842. 

Pending  which, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Call,  ^t  4  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  February  2,  1888. 

The  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842,  having  been  read  the  second  time, 
was  considered  as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  following  amendment  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  viz:  Insert  after  the 
words  "  injuries  to  "  in  the  first  line  of  clause  4,  in  Article  I,  the 
words  persons  or;  and  after  the  word  "  property,"  in  the  same  line, 
insert  the  words  hy  the  use  of  explosives^  or  ToaliGious  injwries  or 
obstructions  to  railroads:  and  after  the  words  "high  contracting 
parties."  in  the  last  line  of  the  same  clause,  add  the  following  words : 
or  according  to  the  laws  of  that  political  di'fnsion  of  either  country 
in  which  the  offense  shall  have  been  com/mitted^  and  of  that  political 
diinsion  of  either  cown^try  in  which  the  offender  shall  he  arrested. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Paddock,  at  4  o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Monday,  February  6,  1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842,  the  question  being  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  delations. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison,  at  5  o'clock  and  32  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  February  7, 1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London,  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842. 

The  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Kelations, 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds  to  amend  the  reported  amendment  by 
inserting  after  the  word  "  explosives,"  in  the  second  line  of  clause  4, 
the  words  whereby  the  life  of  any  person  shall  he  endam^gered^ 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Evarts,  at  4  o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  February  8,  1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London,  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842 ;  and 

The  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Edmunds  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations, 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stewart  that  the  further  consideration  of  the 
said  convention  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

It  was  determined  in  the  afl5rmative,|  ^^^^  21 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Berry,  Call,  Chandler,  Coke,  Daniel,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Gib- 
son, Hoar,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Kenna,  McPherson,  Mitchell, 
Morgan,  Paddock,  Piatt,  Biddleberger,  Stewart,  Teller,  Vest,  Voor- 
hees,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Beck,  Coctoell,  CuUom,  Davis,  Dolph,  Edmunds, 
Gray,  Hampton,  Harris,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Pasco,  Payne,  Reagaiu 
Sabin,  Saukbury,  Stockbridge,  Turpie,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of 
Maryland. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and 

The  further  consideration  of  the  said  convention  was  postponed  to 
the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

Thursday,  February  9, 1888. 

Mr.  Eustis  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  as  regards  the  vote  on 
the  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  British  treaty  to  the  first  Mon- 
day in  December  next,  and  that  the  same  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

Monday,  February  20, 1888. 

Mr.  Chandler  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration: 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  text  of  the 
treaty  (Executive  H)  of  extradition  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  signed  at  London  June  25,  1886. 

Friday,  February  24, 1888. 

Mr.  Dawes  presented  a  petition  of  bankers  of  Boston,  Mass.,  pray- 
ing the  ratification  of  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  for  the  extradi- 
tion of  defaulters. 

The  President  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Igenate  the  unfinished 
business  of  the  Senate  at  its  last  adjournment,  viz,  the  resolution  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Eustis  the  9th  instant  to  remove  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  from  the  vote  on  the  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  British  treaty  to  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

Whereupon, 

Mr.  Eustis  withdrew  the  said  motion. 

Monday,  April  2, 1888. 

Mr.  Payne  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  tlie  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  text  of  the 
pending  extradition  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  with  the  pending  amendments. 

Thursday,  April  5,  1888. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  Mr. 
Payne  the  2d  instant  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the 
text  of  the  pending  extradition  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  with  the 
pending  amendments ;  and 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Butler,  at  5  o'clock  and  3  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Monday,  May  7,  1888. 

Mr.  Quay  presented  a  communication  from  the  bank  officials  of 
Pittsburgh,  Fa.,  favoring  the  ratification  of  the  extradition  treaty 
with  Great  Britain ;  whi(5L  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Wednesday,  December  5,  1888. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842. 

The  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Edmunds  (the  7th  February  last)  to  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  Committee  t)n  Foreign  Relations, 

Pending  which, 

Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  reported  sundry  additional  amendments  to  the  con- 
vention. 

Whereupon, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  convention,  together  with  the  amendments  this  day  and 
those  heretofore  reported,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  December  19,  1888. 

Mr.  Chandler  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  tlie  vote  of  the 
Senate  of  the  9th  February  last  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  convention 
with  Great  Britain  concerning  persons  charged  with  crime,  signed  at  London, 
Jane  25, 1886,  to  the  first  Monday  in  December,  1888. 

Satukday,  January  12,  1889. 

Mr.  Quay  presented  the  following  resolutions  remonstrating 
against  the  ratification  of  the  extradition  treaty  with  Great  Britain: 

Resolution  of  St.  Patrick's  Pioneer  Society  of  Audenreid,  Pa. 

Resolution  of  St  Patrick's  Total  Abstinence  and  Beneficial  So- 
cle^ of  Audenreid,  Pa. 

iSesolution  of  the  Tom  Moore  Literary  Society  of  Honey  Brook, 
Pa. 

Ordered,  That  they  Ue  on  the  table. 

Tuesday,  Januaby  16,  1889. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Riddleberger,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  on  Tuesday,  the  20th  instant,  the  Senate  in  ezecutiye 
session  will  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  convention  (Executive  H)  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  per- 
sons charged  with  crime,  signed  June  25,  1886. 
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Wednesday,  January  80,  1889. 

The  President  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a  petition  of  H. 
D.  Lyman,  vice  president  of  the  American  Surety  Company,  of  New 
York  City,  praying  for  the  ratification  of  the  extradition  treaty  with 
Great  Britain,  accompanied  by  a  list  of  forty-seven  embezzlers  who 
have  taken  refuge  in  the  British  Dominions. 

Ordered,  That  it  Ue  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Wilson  of  Iowa  presented  a  memorial  of  citizens  of  Iowa,  re- 
monstrating against  the  ratification  of  the  extradition  treaty  with 
Great  Britain. 

Ordered,  That  it  Ue  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Davis  presented  a  resolution  adopted  at  a  mass  meeting  held 
in  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  remonstrating  against  the  ratification  of  the 
extradition  treaty  with  Great  Britain. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  (Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London,  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension 
of  the  provisions  of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  oi  1842. 

The  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Edmonds  (the  7th  February  last)  to  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

Pending  which. 

By  imanimous  consent  the  following  reported  amendments  (hereto- 
fore passed  over)  were  considered  ana  agreed  to,  viz : 

Article  1,  clause  2,  after  the  word  "burglary,"  insert  the  word  rape. 

Same  article,  clause  3,  after  the  words  "  value  of  "  strike  out  **  50  "  and  Insert 
in  lieu  thereof  200,  and  after  the  words  "  dollars  or  £,"  strike  out  "  10  '*  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  40, 

The  question  recurring  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Edmunds, 

After  debate, 

The  proposed  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  as  amended, 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds  that  the  convention  be  recommitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Teller,  at  6  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  January  31,  1889. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with  crime,  signed  at 
London,  June  25, 1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  the  provisions 
of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842. 
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The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Edmunds  that 
the  said  convention  be  reconmiitted  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations, 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  of  Mr.  Edmunds, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  T«^^g  03 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Blair,  Chase,  Chandler,  Davis,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Farwell, 
Oeorge,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hampton,  Hawley,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Mor- 
gan, Pasco,  Pugh,  Eeagan,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Davis,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Farwell, 
Frye,  Hale,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Ingalls,  Mitchell,  Paddock,  Piatt,  Eiddle- 
berger,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  Turpie,  Vest,  Voorhies,  and 
Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  question  recurring  on  agreeing  to  the  reported  amendment  to 
the  fourth  clause  of  Article  I  of  the  convention  as  amended  on  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Edmunds, 

After  debate, 

{Yeas  9 

Navs"  34 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  oqp-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Edmunds,  Frye,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Arkansas, 
Morgan,  Sawyer,  and  Sherman. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Blair,  Call,  Chace,  Chandler,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Col- 
quitt, Davis,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Faulkner,  George,  Gorman, 
Gray,  Hale,  Hampton,  Hiscock,  Mitchell,  Paddock,  Pasco,  Piatt, 
Pugh,  Reagan,  Riddleberger,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  Turpie, 
Vest,  Voorhees,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gray  to  amend  clause  4  of  Article  I  of  the  con- 
vention by  striking  out  the  following  words:  "  Malicious  injuries  to 
property  whereby  the  life  of  any  person  shall  be  endangered,  if  such 
injuries  constitute  a  crime  according  to  the  laws  of  both  the  high 
contracting  parties," 

After  debate, 

C  Yeas  32 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  jtoys  H 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Call,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  Eustis,  Faulkner, 
Frye,  George,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hale,  Hampton,  Hawley,  Hiscock, 
Hoar,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  taddock,  rasco,  Piatt,  Pugh, 
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Keagan,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  Turpie, 
Vest,  Voorhees,  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Davis,  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell, 
Mitchell,  Morgan,  Kiddleberger,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  proposed  amend rneiiL  was  ugroed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Faulkner  to  amend  the  first  article  of  the  conven- 
tion by  striking  out  of  the  first  clause  the  word  "  manslaughter," 

After  debate, 

{Yeas  24 

Nftvs  18 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  afiirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Call,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  Eustis,  Faulkner, 
George,  Gorman,  Hampton,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas, 
Mitchell,  Paddock,  Pasco,  Pugh,  Keagan,  Stewart,  Stockbridge, 
Turpie,  Vest,  Voorhees.  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  tne  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Blair,  Chandler,  Davis,  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Frye, 
Gray,  Hale,  Hiscock,  Ingalls,  Morgan,  Piatt,  Kiddleberger,  Sfeiwyer, 
Sherman,  Teller,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

No  further  amendment  being  made,  the  convention  was  reported  to 
the  Senate,  and  the  amendments  made  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
were  concurred  in ;  and  no  fi^rther  amendment  being  proposed, 

The  following  resolution  was  submitted  for  consideration : 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring) y  that  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with 
crime,  signed  at  London  June  25,  1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  the  pro- 
visions of  Article  X  of  the  treaty  of  1842,  with  the  following  amendments : 

Abticle  I.  Strike  out  of  the  first  clause  the  word  "  manslaughter." 

Same  article,  clause  2,  after  the  word  "burglary,"  Insert  the  word  rape. 

Same  article,  clause  3,  after  the  words  "  value  of,"  strike  out  "  50  "  and  in 
lieu  thereof  insert  200,  and  after  the  words  "  dollars  or  f ,"  strike  out  "  10  "  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  40- 

Same  article,  clause  4,  strike  out  the  following  words :  "  Malicious  Injuries  to 
property  whereby  the  life  of  any  person  shall  be  endangered,  if  such  injuries 
constitute  a  crime  according  to  the  laws  of  both  the  high  contracting  parties." 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cockrell,  at  6  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  February  1,  1889. 

Mr.  Hawley  presented  a  preamble  and  resolutions  adopted  at  a  regu- 
lar meeting  of  the  Emmett  Club,  of  New  Haven,  Conn.,  remonstratmg 
against  the  extradition  treaty  with  Great  Britain. 

Ordered^  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  yesterday  sub- 
mitted advising  and  consenting  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention 
(Executive  H)  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  con- 
cerning the  extradition  of  persons  charged  with  crime,  signed  at 


Digitized  by 


Google 


RATIFICATION  OF  TREATIES.  237 

London  June  25, 1886,  being  an  amended  extension  of  the  provisions 
of  Article  X  of  tne  treaty  of  1842 ;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  ji^ys  88 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Blackburn,  Cockrell,  Faulkner,  Frye,  George,  Hampton, 
Hawley,  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Pasco,  Payne,  Ransom,  Sawyer, 
Sherman,  and  Waltiiall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Bate,  Blair,  Bowen,  CalL  Chace,  Chandler,  Coke, 
Cullom,  Davis,  Dawes,  Edmunds,  Eustis,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Gorman, 
Hale,  Hiscock,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Mor- 
gan, Paddock,  Piatt,  Plumb,  Pugh,  Reagan,  Riddleberger,  Saulsbury , 
Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  Turpie,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Wilson  of  Iowa, 
and  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

So  the  resolution  of  ratification  was  not  fiip'eed  to,  two-thirds  of  the 
Senators  present  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  Riddleberger  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  considera- 
tion: 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  all  votes  on  all 
amendments  and  motions  and  upon  the  resolution  of  ratification  of  the  extra- 
dition convention  with  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  Morgan  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  words: 

And  from  the  proceedings  and  debates  thereon  and  all  the  proceedings  on  said 
treaty  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Harris,  at  4  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

T&EATY  WITH  GBEAT  BSITAIN,  1888. 

treaty  for  settmjment  op  questions  growing  out  op  rights  claimed 
by  american  fishermen  in  british  north  american  waters, 
signed  at  washington,  february  15,  1888. 

Monday,  February  20, 1888. 

The  following  messages  were  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Fruden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  my  anntial  message  transmitted  to  the  Ck>ngress  in  December,  1886,  it 
was  stated  that  negotiations  were  then  pending  for  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tions growing  out  of  the  rights  claimed  by  American  fishermen  in  British 
North  American  waters. 

As  a  result  of  such  negotiations  a  treaty  has  been  agreed  upon  between  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United  States,  concluded  and  signed  in  this  capital, 
under  my  direction  and  authority,  on  the  15th  of  February  instant,  and  which 
I  now  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  Senate,  with  the  recommendation  that  it 
shall  receive  the  consent  of  that  body,  as  provided  in  the  Constitution,  In  order 
that  the  ratiflcatlcms  thereof  may  be  duly  exchanged  and  the  treaty  be  carried 
into  effect 
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Shortly  after  Congress  had  adjourned  In  March  last,  and  in  coutlnuaaon  of 
my  eflPorts  to  arrive  at  such  an  agreement  between  the  Governments  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States  we  would  secure  to  the  citizens  of  the  respective 
countries  the  unmolested  enjoyment  of  their  just  rights  under  existing  treaties 
and  international  comity  in  the  territorial  waters  of  Canada  and  of  Newfound- 
land, I  availed  myself  of  opportime  occurrences  indicative  of  a  desire  to  make 
without  delay  an  amicable  and  final  settlement  of  a  longstanding  controversy — 
productive  of  much  irritation  and  misunderstanding  between  the  two  nations — 
to  send  through  our  minister  In  London  proposals  that  a  conference  should 
take  place  on  the  subject  at  this  capital. 

The  experience  of  the  past  two  years  had  demonstrat<id  the  dilatory  and  un- 
satisfactory consequences  of  our  Indirect  transaction  of  business  through  the 
foreign  office  in  London,  in  which  the  views  and  wishes  of  the  government  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  were  practically  predominant,  but  were  only  to  find 
expression  at  second  hand. 

To  obviate  this  inconvenience  and  obstruction  to  prompt  and  well-defined 
settlement.  It  was  considered  advisable  that  the  negotiations  should  be  conducted 
in  this  city,  and  that  the  Interests  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland  should  be  di- 
rectly represented  therein. 

The  terms  of  reference  having  been  duly  agreed  upon  between  the  two  Gov- 
ernments, and  the  conference  arranged  to  be  held  here,  by  virtue  of  the  power 
in  me  vested  by  the  Constitution,  I  duly  authorized  Thomas  F.  Bayard,  the 
Secretary-  of  State  of  the  United  States,  Wllllatn  L.  Putnam,  a  citizen  of  the 
State  of  Maine ;  and  James  B.  Angell,  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  for 
and  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  to  meet  and  confer  with  the  plenipoten- 
tiaries representing  the  Government  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  and  adjusting  In  a  friendly  spirit  all  or  any  questions  relating  to 
rights  of  fishery  in  the  seas  adjacent  to  British  North  America  and  Newfound- 
land which  were  In  dispute  between  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
that  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  and  jointly  and  severally  to  conclude  and  sign 
any  treaty  or  treaties  touching  the  premises ;  and  I  herewith  transmit  for  your 
information  full  copies  of  the  power  so  given  by  me. 

In  execution  of  the  powers  so  conveyed,  the  said  Thomas  F.  Bayard,  William 
L.  Putnam,  and  James  B.  Angell,  In  the  month  of  November  last,  met  in  this  city 
the  plenipotentiaries  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  and  proceeded  in  the  negotiation 
of  a  treaty  as  above  authorized.  After  many  conferences  and  protracted  efforts 
an  agreement  has  at  length  been  arrived  at,  which  is  embodied  In  the  treaty 
which  I  now  lay  before  you. 

The  treaty  meets  my  approval,  because  I  believe  that  it  supplies  a  satisfac- 
tory, practical,  and  final  adjustment,  upon  a  basis  honorable  and  just  to  both 
parties,  of  the  difficult  and  vexed  question  to  which  It  relates. 

A  review  of  the  history  of  this  question  will  show  that  all  former  attempts 
to  arrive  at  a  common  Interpretation,  satisfactory  to  both  parties,  of  the  first 
article  of  the  treaty  of  October  20,  1818,  have  been  unsuccessful;  and  with  the 
lapse  of  time  the  difficulty  and  obscurity  have  only  Increased. 

The  negotiations  In  1854  and  again  In  1871,  ended  In  both  cases  In  temporary 
reciprocal  arrangements  of  the  tariffs  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland  and  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  payment  of  a  money  award  by  the  United  States,  under 
which  the  real  questions  In  difference  remained  unsettled,  in  abeyance,  and 
ready  to  present  themselves  anew  just  so  soon  as  the  conventional  arrangements 
were  abrogated. 

The  situation,  therefore,  remained  unimproved  by  the  results  of  the  treaty 
of  1871,  and  a  grave  condition  of  affairs,  presenting  almost  Identically  the  same 
features  and  causes  of  complaint  by  the  United  States  against  Canadian  action 
and  British  default  In  Its  correction,  confronted  us  in  May,  1886,  and  has  con- 
tinued until  the  present  time. 

The  greater  part  of  the  correspondence  which  has  taken  place  between  the 
two  Governments  has  heretofore  been  communicated  to  Congress,  and  at  as 
early  a  day  as  possible  I  shall  transmit  the  remaining  portion  to  this  date, 
accompanying  It  with  the  joint  protocols  of  the  conferences  which  resulted  in 
the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  now  submitted  to  you. 

You  win  thus  be  fully  possessed  of  the  record  and  history  of  the  case  since 
the  termination,  on  June  30, 1885,  of  the  fishery  articles  of  the  treaty  of  Wash- 
ington of  1871,  whereby  we  were  relegated  to  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of 
October  20,  1818. 

As  the  documents  and  papers  referred  to  will  supply  full  information  of  the 
positions  taken  under  my  Administration  by  the  representatives  of  the  United 
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States,  as  well  as  those  occupied  by  the  representatives  of  the  GoTernment  of 
Great  Britain,  It  is  not  considered  necessary  or  expedient  to  repeat  them  In  this 
message.  But  I  believe  the  treaty  will  be  found  to  contain  a  just,  honorable, 
and,  therefore,  satisfactory  solution  of  the  difficulties  which  have  clouded  our 
relations  with  our  neighbors  on  our  Northern  border. 

Especially  satisfactory  do  I  believe  the  proposed  arrangement  will  be  found 
by  those  of  our  citizens  who  are  engaged  in  the  open-sea  fisheries  adjacent  to 
the  Canadian  coast,  and  resorting  to  those  ports  and  harbors  under  treaty  pro- 
visions and  rules  of  international  law. 

The  proposed  delimitation  of  the  lines  of  the  exclusive  fisheries  from  the  com- 
mon fisheries  will  give  certainty  and  security  as  to  the  area  of  their  legitimate 
field ;  and  the  headland  theory  of  Imaginary  lines  is  abandoned  by  Great  Britain, 
and  the  specification  in  the  treaty  of  certain-named  bays  especially  provided  for 
gives  satisfaction  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  shores  without  subtracting  mate- 
rially from  the  value  or  conveniences  of  the  fishery  rights  of  Americans. 

The  uninterrupted  navigation  of  the  Strait  of  Canso  is  expressly  and  for  the 
first  time  affirmed,  and  the  four  purposes  for  which  our  fishermen  under  the 
treaty  of  1818  were  allowed  to  enter  the  bays  and  harbors  of  Canada  and  New- 
foundland within  the  belt  of  3  marine  miles  are  placed  under  a  fair  and  liberal 
construction,  and  their  enjoyment  secured  without  such  conditions  and  restric- 
tions as  in  the  past  have  embarrassed  and  obstructed  them  so  seriously. 

The  enforcement  of  penalties  for  unlawfully  fishing  or  preparing  to  fish  within 
the  inshore  and  exclusive  waters  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland  is  to  be  accom- 
plished under  safeguards  against  oppressive  or  arbitrary  action,  thus  protect- 
ing the  defendant  fishermen  from  punishment  in  advance  of  trial,  delays,  and 
inconvenience  and  unnecessary  expense. 

The  history  of  events  in  the  last  two  years  shows  that  no  feature  of  Canadian 
administration  was  more  harrassing  and  injurious  than  the  compulsion  upon 
our  fishing  vessels  to  make  formal  entry  and  clearance  on  every  occasion  of 
temporarily  seeking  shelter  In  Canadian  ports  and  harbors. 

Such  incoivvenlence  is  provided  against  in  the  proposed  treaty,  and  this  most 
frequent  an^ust  cause  of  complaint  is  removed. 

The  articles  permitting  our  fishermen  to  obtain  provisions  and  the  ordinary 
supplies  of  trading  vessels  on  their  homeward  voyages,  and  under  which  they 
are  accorded  the  further  and  even  more  important  privilege  on  all  occasions  of 
purchasing  such  casual  or  needful  provisions  and  supplies  as  are  ordinarily 
granted  to  trading  vessels,  are  of  great  importance  and  value. 

The  licenses  which  are  to  be  granted  without  charge  and  on  application,  In 
order  to  enable  our  fishermen  to  enjoy  these  privileges,  are  reasonable  and 
proper  checks  in  the  hands  of  the  local  authorities  to  identify  the  recipients  and 
prevent  abuse,  and  can  form  no  impediment  to  those  who  intend  to  use  them 
fairly. 

The  hospitality  secured  for  our  vessels  in  all  cases  of  actual  distress,  with 
liberty  to  unload  and  sell  and  transship  their  cargoes,  Is  full  and  liberal 

These  provisions  will  secure  the  substantial  enjoyment  of  the  treaty  rights 
for  our  fishermen  under  the  treaty  of  1818,  for  which  contention  has  been 
steadily  made  In  the  correspondence  of  the  Department  of  State,  and  our  min- 
ister at  London,  and  by  the  American  negotiators  of  the  present  treaty. 

The  right  of  our  fishermen  under  the  treaty  of  1818  did  not  extend  to  the 
procurement  of  distinctive  fishery  supplies  In  Canadian  ports  and  harbors ;  and 
one  Item  supposed  to  be  essential,  to  wit,  bait,  was  plainly  denied  them  by  the 
explicit  and  definite  words  of  the  treaty  of  1818,  emphasized  by  the  course  of 
the  negotiation  and  express  decisions  which  preceded  the  conclusion  of  that 
treaty. 

The  treaty  now  submitted  contains  no  provision  affecting  tariff  duties,  and, 
independently  of  the  position  assumed  upon  the  part  of  the  United  States  that 
no  alternation  in  our  tariff  or  other  domestic  legislation  could  be  made  as  the 
price  or  consideration  of  obtaining  the  rights  of  our  citizens  secured  by  treaty, 
it  was  considered  more  expedient  to  allow  any  change  in  the  revenue  laws  of 
the  United  States  to  be  made  by  the  ordinary  exercise  of  legislative  will  and 
in  promotion  of  the  public  interests.  Therefore  the  addition  to  the  free  list 
of  fish,  fish  oil,  whale  and  seal  oil,  etc.,  recited  in  the  last  article  of  the  treaty, 
is  wholly  left  to  the  action  of  Congress;  and  in  connection  therewith  the 
Canadian  and  Newfoundland  right  to  regulate  sales  of  bait  and  other  fishing 
supplies  within  their  own  jurisdiction  is  recognized,  and  the  right  of  our  fisher- 
men to  freely  purchase  these  things  is  made  contingent,  by  this  treaty,  upon  the 
action  of  Congress  in  the  modification  of  our  tariff  laws. 
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Our  social  and  commercial  intercourse  with  those  populations  who  have  been 
placed  upon  our  borders  and  made  forever  our  neighbors  is  made  apparently  by  a 
list  of  United  States  common  carriers,  marine  and  inland,  connecting  their 
lines  with  Canada,  which  was  returned  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
Senate  on  the  7th  day  of  February,  1818,  in  answer  to  a  resolution  of  that  body ; 
and  this  is  instructive  as  to  the  great  volume  of  mutually  profitable  inter- 
changes which  has  come  into  existence  during  the  last  half  century. 

This  intercourse  is  still  but  partially  developed,  and  if  the  amicable  «iter- 
prise  and  wholesome  rivalry  between  the  two  populations  be  not  obstructed, 
the  promise  of  the  future  is  full  of  the  fruits  of  an  unbounded  prosperity  on 
both  sides  of  the  border. 

The  treaty  now  submitted  to  you  has  been  framed  in  a  spirit  of  liberal  equity 
and  reciprocal  benefits,  in  the  conviction  that  mutual  advantage  and  convenience 
are  the  only  permanent  foundation  of  peace  and  friendship  between  States,  and 
that  with  the  adoption  of  the  agreement  now  placed  before  the  Senate  a  bene- 
ficial and  satisfactory  intercourse  between  the  two  countries  will  be  establifiAed 
so  as  to  secure  perpetual  peace  and  harmony. 

In  connection  with  the  treaty  herewith  submitted  I  deem  it  also  my  duty  to 
transmit  to  the  Senate  a  written  offer  or  arrangement  in  the  nature  of  a 
modus  Vivendi,  tendered  after  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  on  the  part  of  the 
British  plenipotentiaries,  to  secure  kindly  and  peaceful  relations  during  the 
period  that  may  be  required  for  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  by  the  respec- 
tive Governments  and  for  the  enactment  of  the  necessary  legislation  to  carry  its 
provisions  into  effect  if  approved. 

This  paper,  freely  and  on  their  own  motion  signed  by  the  British  conferees, 
not  only  extends  advantages  to  our  fishermen  pending  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty,  but  appears  to  have  been  dictated  by  a  friendly  and  amicable  spirit. 

I  am  given  to  understand  that  the  other  Governments  concerned  in  this 
treaty  will  within  a  few  days,  in  accordance  with  their  methods  of  conducting 
public  business,  submit  said  treaty  to  their  respective  legislatures,  when  it  will 
be  at  once  published  to  the  world.  In  view  of  such  action  it  appears  to  be 
advisable  that,  by  publication  here,  early  and  full  knowledge  of  all  that  has 
been  done  in  the  premises  should  be  afforded  to  our  people. 

It  would  also  seem  to  be  useful  to  inform  the  popular  mind  concerning  the 
history  of  the  long-continued  disputes  growing  out  of  the  subject  embraced  in 
the  treaty  and  to  satisfy  the  public  interests  touching  the  same,  as  well  as  to 
acquaint  our  people  with  the  present  status  of  the  questions  involved,  and  to 
give  them  the  exact  terms  of  the  proposed  adjustment  In  place  of  the  exag- 
gerated and  imaginative  statements  which  will  otherwise  reach  them. 

I  therefore  beg  leave  respectfully  to  suggest  that  said  treaty  and  all  such 
correspondence,  messages,  and  documents  relating  to  the  same  as  may  be 
deemed  important  to  accomplish  these  purposes  be  at  once  made  public  by  the 
order  of  your  honorable  body. 

Gboveb  Cleveland. 

Executive  Mansion,  February  20,  1888. 

The  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October 
20, 1818,  signed  at  Washington  February  15, 1888,  was  read  the  first 
time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty  be  referred  to  the  committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, and,  together  with  the  message  and  accompanying  documents,  printed  in 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Tuesday,  February  21,  1888. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  treaty  (Execu- 
tive M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  concerning  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  at  Washington  February  15, 
1888,  the  message  of  the  President  transmitting  the  same,  and  the  accompanying 
protocols. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Frye,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  treaty,  together  with  the  message  and  the  accompany- 
ing protocols,  be  printed  In  the  Record. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Eustis, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  submitted  by  him 
the  9th  instant  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy  from  the  vote  on 
the  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  British  treaty  to  the 
first  Monday  in  December  next. 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  at  5  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  March  5,  1888. 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  message  of  the  President,  of  the  date  of  March  5,  1888, 
transmitting  certain  documents  and  correspondence  In  relation  to  the  recent 
negotiations  with  Great  Britain  concerning  American  fishery  Interests  in 
British  North  American  waters  be  printed,  and  that,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Committee  on  Printing,  all  communications  hitherto  made  by  the  President  to 
the  Senate  upon  the  same  subject  matter  of  date  subsequent  to  the  4th  day  of 
March,  1885,  be  reprinted  in  connection  with  the  documents  transmitted  by  said 
message. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  proceeded,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 

After  debate, 

The  resolution  having  been  modified  by  Mr.  Sherman,  was  agreed 
to  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  date  of  March  5,  1888, 
transmitting  certain  documents  and  correspondence  in  relation  to  the  recent 
negotiations  with  Great  Britain  concerning  American  fishing  Interests  In  Brit- 
ish North  American  waters  be  printed,  and  that,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Ck>mmittee  on  Printing,  all  communications  hitherto  made  by  the  President  or 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  either  House  upon  the  fisheries  question,  and  in  rela- 
tion to  the  seizure  of  fishing  vessels  of  the  United  States  in  the  ports  or  waters 
of  Great  Britain  or  her  dependencies,  of  date  subsequent  to  the  4th  day  of 
March,  1877,  be  reprinted  in  connection  with  the  documents  transmitted  by 
said  message,  including  all  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  of  the  Senate  and  the  report  thereon,  and  that  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  be  removed  from  the  documents  proposed  to  be  printed  In  this  resolu- 
tion. 

Tuesday,  April  10, 1888. 

Mr.  Hoar  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  common  council  of 
the  city  of  Gloucester,  Mass.,  protesting  against  the  ratification  of 
the  so-called  fisheries  treaty  now  pending  before  the  United  States 
Senate ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Monday,  May  7,  1888. 

Mr,  Edmunds,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  20th  February,  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 
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of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  at  Washington  Feb- 
ruary 15,  1888,  reported  the  same  without  amendment,  accompanied 
by  a  resolution  for  its  ratification  in  the  usual  form  and  a  written 
adverse  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Morgan,  from  the  same  committee,  submitted  the  views  of  the 
minority  on  the  same  subject  in  writing;  which,  together  with  the 
report  submitted  by  Mr.  Edmunds,  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  con- 
fidence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Thursday,  May  10, 1888. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Teller,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  the  views  of  the  minority  upon  the  treaty 
(Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the 
interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Paddock,  at  3  o'clock  and  52  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened;  and 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  May  14, 1888. 

Mr.  Quay  presented  eight  memorials  of  the  citizens  of  Scranton, 
Pa.,  remonstrating  against  the  ratification  of  the  proposed  fisheries 
treaty  with  Great  Britain;  which  were  ordered  to  he  on  the  table. 

Tuesday,  May  22, 1888. 
« 
The  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October 
20, 1818,  signed  at  Washington,  February  15, 1888,  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
had  in  open  executive  session. 

{Yeas  28 

Navs  28 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Blair,  Chandler^  Davis,  Dawes,  Dolph, 
Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Frye,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Mander- 
son,  Mitchell,  Morrill,  Paddock,  Palmer,  IPlatt,  Plumb,  Riddleberger, 
Sabin,  Sherman,  Spooner,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Teller. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Beck,  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blodgett,  Call,  Cockrell 
Coke,  Daniel,  George,  Gray,  Hale,  Hampton,  Harris,  Jones  of 
Arkansas,  Kenna,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Pugh,  Ransom, 
Reagan,  Saulsbury,  Turpie,  Vance,  Vest,  Voorhees,  and  Walthall. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  2  o'clock  and  6  minutes  p,  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  resimied  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 
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Wednesday,  May  23,  1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  con- 
cerning the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818, 
signed  at  Washington,  February  15, 1888. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
had  in  open  executive  session, 

Pendin/y  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Spooner,  at  1  o'clock  and  18  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Thursday,  May  24,  1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  ^Vhole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treatj^  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October 
20, 1818,  signed  at  Washington,  February  15, 1888;  and 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar  that  further  con- 
sideration thereof  be  had  in  open  executive  session. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Jones  of  Arkansas  that  the  further  consideration 
of  the  said  motion  be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  4  o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  May  25, 1888. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  con- 
cerning the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818, 
simed  at  Washington,  February  15, 1888 ;  and 

The  question  bemg  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Jones  of  Arkansas  to  post- 
pone until  Monday  next  the  consideration  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar 
that  the  further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  had  in  open  executive 
session. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Saulsbury,  at  5  o'clock  and  42  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and,  in  pursuance  of  a  motion  adopted  in 
legislative  session. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday  next. 

Monday,  May  28,  1888. 

Th^  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  convention  of 
October  20,  1818,  signed  at  Washington,  February  15,  1888;  and 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  oe  had  in  open  executive  session. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 
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After  debate, 

Mr.  Morgan  submitted  a  motion  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  pending  question  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday  after  the 
first  Monday  in  December  next. 

The  President  pro  tempore  decided  that  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar 
being  an  incidental  question,  arising  out  of  and  occurring  in  conse- 
quence of  the  pendency  of  the  mam  question,  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Morgan  to  postpone  its  consideration  to  a  day  certain  was  out  of 
order  and  could  not  be  received. 

From  this  decision  of  the  President  pro  tempore  Mr.  Morgan 
appealed  to  the  Senate, 

Pending  which. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar  that  the  appeal  be  laid  on  the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,    jr^f^g  in 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Chance,  Chandler,  Cullom,  Davis,  Dawes, 
Dolph,  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Manderson,  Mitchell, 
Paddock,  Piatt,  Quay,  Sherman,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Wilson 
of  Iowa. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Call,  Coke,  Faulkner,  George,  Gray,  Hamp- 
ton, Jones  of  Arkansas,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pugh,  Ransom,  Rea- 
gan, Saulsbury,  Turpie,  Voorhoes,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of  Mary- 
land. 

So  the  appeal  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Morgan  moved  to  amend  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar  by  adding, 
after  the  words  "executive  session,"  the  words:  On  the  l^ednesday 
after  the  f/rst  Monday  in  Decemher  next. 

The  President  pro  tempore  decided  that  for  the  reasons  stated  on 
the  motion  to  postpone,  the  motion  was  not  in  order  and  could  not  be 
received. 

Mr.  Morgan  moved  that  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  President  pro  tempore  decided  that  for  the  reasons  stated  on 
the  motion  to  postpone,  the  motion  was  not  in  order  and  could  not  be 
received. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar  that  the  further 
consideration  of  the  treaty  be  had  in  open  executive  session, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |^^^^ ^^ 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  heretofore  been  ordered. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Cullom,  Davis,  Dawes, 
Dolph.  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Pad- 
dock, Piatt,  Quay,  Sherman,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Wilson  of 
Iowa. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Call,  Coke,  Faulkner,  George,  Gray,  Hampton, 
Jones  of  Arkansas,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pugh,  Ransom,  Reagan, 
Saulsbury,  Turpie,  Voorhees,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Whereupon, 

The  President  i)ro  tempore  directed  the  doors  to  be  opened,  and  at 
4  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  order  having  been  executed,  the  Senate,  in  pursuance  of  the 
motion  this  day  adopted  in  executive  session,  proceeded  in 

Open  Executive  Session. 

To  consider  the  pending  treaty  (Executive  M)  with  Great  Britain. 
Mr.  Morgan  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  aU  proceedings  of 
the  Senate  in  reference  to  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  now  under  consideration. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cullom,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  May  29, 1888. 

The  Senate  in  open  executive  session  resumed,  as  in  CJommittee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  concerning  the  interpretation 
ol  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  at  Washington  Febru- 
ary 15, 1888. 

Mr.  Morgan  submitted  a  motion  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  pendingtreaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday  after  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr,  Stewart, 

The  Senate  (at  2  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  for 
half  an  hour. 

At  3  o'clock  and  10  minutest),  m., 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  tlie  considera- 
tion of  the  pending  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain. 

After  further  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  journals  of  all  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  in  reference 
to  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  now  under  consideration  he  printed  in  the 
Congressional  Record. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Teller,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  debates,  and  proceedings  in  open  executive  session  be 
printed  in  the  CJongresslonal  Record  from  day  to  day. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gray,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  pending  treaty  be  postponed 
untU  Monday,  the  11th  day  of  June. 

Monday,  June  11,  1888. 

The  Senate  in  open  executive  session  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until  Monday, 
June  25. 
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Tuesday,  July  10,  1888. 

The  Senate  in  open  executive  session  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednes- 
day after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 
After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  Hoar, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Plumb,  at  5  o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m- 
Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Thursday,  July  12,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 
of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15, 1888 :  and 
After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  George, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Gray,'  at  4  o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Friday,  July  13, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee 
*if  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888 ;  and 

After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Messrs.  George  and  Dolph, 

At  5  o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  July  16,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 

the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 

the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 

of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15, 1888 ;  and 

After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Messrs.  Pugh  and  Chandler, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Saturday,  July  21,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 
of  the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15, 1888,  and, 

After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  Teller, 

At  4  o'clock  and  53  minutes  j).  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  Jut.y  23, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
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the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 

of  the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  Februanr  15, 1888. 
The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 

further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 

after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next 
After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Messrs.  Dawes  and  Stewart, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan,  at  4  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Thursday,  Jui.y  26,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretaticm  of 
the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be^  postponed  to  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan,  at  6  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Friday,  July  27,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  DecembJer  next. 
After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  Saulsbury, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison,  at  4  o'clock  and  3  minutes  p.  m., 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  businesa 

Thursday,  August  2,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednes- 
day after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  4  o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Friday,  August  3,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 
of  the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 
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The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  to  the  Wednesday 
after  first  Monday  in  December  next, 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  to-morrow 
at  11  o'clock  p.  m.. 

On  motion  oy  Mr.  Cockrell  that  the  Senate  adjourn, 

{Yeas  16 

Navs  18 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stewart, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Call,  CSockrell,  C!oke,  Faulkner,  George,  Gib- 
son, Hampton.  Morgan,  Payne,  Ransom,  Reagan,  Saulsbury,  Vance, 
and  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Bowen,  Chace,  Chandler.  CuUom,  Dawes, 
Edmunds,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Palmer,  Riddleberger,  Sawyer, 
Sherman,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  announcement  of  the  result  of  the  vote  having  disclosed  the 
Vant  of  a  quorum, 

The  President  pro  tempore  directed  the  roll  to  be  called ; 

When, 

Forty-four  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

The  quorum  being  present;  and 

The  question  recumng  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hoar, 

The  yeas  were  17  and  the  nays  were  7. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Cockrell, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Bowen,  Chace,  Chandler.  CuUom,  Dawes, 
Edmunds,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Riddleberger,  Sawyer,  Sherman, 
Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Call,  Gibson,  Hampton,  Payne,  Ransom,  and  Sauls- 
bury. 

The  number  of  Senators  voting  not  constituting  a  quorum. 

On  motion  by  Mr,  Cockrell  that  the  Senate  adjourn, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jr^^  i  g 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Call,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  George,  Gib- 
son, Hampton,  Morgan,  Payne,  Ransom,  Reagan,  Saulsbury,  Vance, 
and  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Blair,  Bowen,  Chace,  Chandler,  Cullom,  Dawes, 
Edmunds,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  Palmer,  Riddleberger,  Sawyer, 
Sherman,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 
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The  announcement  of  the  result  of  the  vote  having  disclosed  the 
want  of  a  <}uorum, 
The  President  pro  tempore  directed  the  roll  to  be  caUed ; 
When, 

Forty-two  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 
A  quorum  being  present, 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  August  6, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  Februarv  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  or  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  thereofTbe  postponed  until  the  Wednesday  after 
the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 
After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  Vance, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan,  at  1  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Tuesday,  August  7,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20. 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  feeing  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consioeration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  2  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Wednesday,  August  8, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  oi  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  remarks  thereon,  submitted  by  Mr.  Evarts, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m.. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

Thursday,  August  9, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


250  BATIFICATION  OF  TBEATIBS. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar,  at  5  o'clock  and  47  minutes  p.  m. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  August  10,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Frye,  at  1  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  August  13,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Conmiittee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Beck,  at  6  o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  August  14, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  December  next, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Edmunds, 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sawyer,  at  4  o'clock  and  35  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  busmess. 

Wednesday,  August  15,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


KATIFICATION   OF  TREATIES.  251 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
utter  the  first  Monday  in  December  next, 

Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Frye,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  vote  upon  the  pending  treaty  be  taken  at  12  o'clock 
to-morrow. 

After  further  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Berry,  at  6  o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  August  16,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  CJommittee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  treaty  be  postponed  until  the  Wednesday 
after  the  first  Monday  in  Decemoer  next. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  heretofore  been  ordered, 

The  President  pro  tempore,  in  pursuance  to  a  motion  agreed  to 
yesterday  that  a  vote  upon  the  pending  question  should  be  taken  at 
12  o'clock  to-dav,  directed  the  roll  to  be  called: 

When, 

{Yeas  24 

Navs  27 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflJrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Brown,  Call,  Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  Daniel, 
George,  Gibson,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hompton,  Harris,  Payne,  Pugh, 
Reagan,  Saulsbury,  Turpie,  Vance,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walthall,  and 
Wilson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Blair,  Bowen,  Chace,  Chandler,  Davis. 
Dawes,  Dolph,  Edmunds,  Frye,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Ingalls,  Jones  oi 
Nevada,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Piatt,  Plumb,  Sabin,  Sawyer,  Sher- 
man, Spooner,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  Senate,  at  4  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  resumied  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business  in  open  executive  session,  and  the 
pending  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
feritain  was  proceeded  with,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  by 
sections. 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Gibson  submitted  the  following  motion  for  consideration; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate : 

That  the  pending  treaty  l)e  committed  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, with  instructions  either  to  frame  and  report  such  amendments  thereto  as 
Ahall  appear  meet  to  remove  any  ambiguities  and  to  remedy  any  defects  of 
said  treaty,  if  any  there  be,  or  to  frame  and  report  a  plan  for  arbitration  by 
which  aU  differences  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  In  respect  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  and  of  the  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  respectively, 
dn  the  North  American  fisheries,  under  the  treaty  of  eighteen  hundred  and 
eighteen,  shall  be  determined  and  settled,  and  by  which  It  may  be  further 
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detennlned  and  settled  whether  citlzais  of  the  United  States  engaged  In  the 
business  of  fishing  on  the  eastern  coasts  of  British  North  America  are.  or  are 
not,  Justly  entitled  to  all  the  advantages  and  benefits  of  the  mutual  arrange- 
ments of  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty,  and  the  mutual  rights  of  transit  under 
the  treaty  of  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-one,  and  by  wliich  it  may  be  further 
determined  and  settled  what,  if  any,  damages,  indemnity,  or  compensation  may 
be  due  for  the  alleged  unlawful  treatment,  detention,  and  seizures  of  the  fishing 
vessels  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  violation  of  rights  and  privileges 
of  said  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  the  treaties,  arrangements,  and 
conventions  above  recited. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cockrell,  at  5  o'clock  and  51  minutes  p.  m., 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  August  17,  1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Conmiittee 
of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation 
of  the  convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gibson  that  the 
pending  treaty  (Executive  M)  be  recommitted  to  the  CommittcMB  on 
Foreign  Relations  with  certain  instructions, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Fyre,  and  by  unanimous  consent. 

Ordered,  That  at  1  o'clock  each  day  the  debate  on  the  treaty  shall  proceed 
and  shall  close  on  Monday  at  6  o'clock,  the  friends  of  the  treaty  having  the 
last  two  hours.  On  Tuesday,  at  12  o'clock,  the  final  votes  shall  be  taken  on  all 
amendments,  motions,  and  the  resolution  of  ratification. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gibson, 

After  debate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  August  20,  1888, 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the 
convention  of  October  20, 1818,  signed  February  15,  1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gibson  that  the 
pending  treaty  (Executive  M)  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  with  certain  instructions. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar,  at  6  o'clock  and  2  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  August  21, 1888. 

The  Senate,  in  open  executive  session,  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of 
the  convention  of  October  22, 1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  pending  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gibson  that  the 
pending  treatjr  (Executive  M)  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  with  certain  instructions. 

After  debate, 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jT^?f  31 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Gorman, 

^fhe  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Beck,  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blodgett,  Cockrell,  Coke, 
Colquitt,  Daniel,  Faulkner,  George,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hampton,  Har- 
ris, Jones  of  Arkansas^  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Payne,  Pugh, 
Ransom,  Reagan,  Turpie,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Davis,  Dawes, 
Dolph,  Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Frye,  Hale,  Hawley,  Hiscock, 
Hoar,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Piatt,  Plumb, 
Quay,  Sabin,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Spooner,  Stewart,  Stockbridge, 
Teller,  and  Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  treaty  by  sections  having  been  resumed. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gray  to  amend  Article  XI  by  striking  out  all 
after  the  word  "  charge,"  in  line  159  of  the  treaty,  down  to  and  in- 
cluding the  word  "aforesaid,"  in  line  160,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following :  and  all  United  States  -fishing  vessels  shall  also 
he  axicorded  upon  all  occasions  such  fa/Mit%es  for  the  purchase  of 
casual  or  needful  provisions  and  supplies  as  are  ordinarily  gra/nted 
to  the  trading  vessels  of  the  JJmted  States^  upon  obtaimng  licenses 
for  this  purpose^  which  shall  be  granted  to  alt  United  States  fishing 
vessels  v/pon  application^  promptly^  amd  without  charge. 

It  was  determined  in  the  ^^S^^^^"^®?  |  jjfvs  30 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Gray, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Beck,  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blodgett,  Brown,  Cockrell, 
Coke,  Colquitt,  Daniel,  Faulkner,  George,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hampton, 
Harris,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Payne, 
Pugh,  Ransom,  Reagan,  Vest,  Voorhees,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of 
Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Dawes,  Dolph, 
Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Frye,  Hale,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar, 
Ingalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Piatt,  Plumb,  Gray, 
Sabin,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Spooner,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  and 
Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  treaty  by  sections  having  been  concluded  and 
no  further  amendment  being  proposed. 

The  treaty  was  reported  to  the  Senate;  and  no  amendment  being 
proposed, 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved  (tu'(hthirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring),  That  the  Senate 
advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  (Executive  M)  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  conven- 
tion of  October  20,  1818,  signed  February  15, 1888. 

The  Senate  proceeded  by  unanimous  consent  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 
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On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

f  Yeas  '27 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative.  ^.  ^  "  oq 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  years  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are : 

Messrs.  Bate,  Beck,  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blodgett,  Brown,  Cockrell. 
Coke,  Colquitt,  Daniel,  Faulkner,  George,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hampton, 
Harris,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  McPherson,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Payne,  Pugh, 
Ransom,  Reagan,  Vest,  Walthall,  and  Wilson  of  Maryland. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are : 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Blair,  Chace,  Chandler,  Dawes,  Dolph, 
Edmunds,  Evarts,  Farwell,  Frye,  Hale,  Hawley,  Hiscock,  Hoar, 
Ingalls,  Jones  of  Nevada,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Piatt,  Plumb,  Quay, 
Sabin,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Spooner,  Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  and 
Wilson  of  Iowa. 

So  the  resolution  was  not  agreed  to,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  notify  the  President  of  the  United  States  thereof. 

The  report  of  the  committee  and  the  accompanying  documents  were 
printed  m  Senate  Miscellaneous  Document  No.  109,  Fiftieth  Con- 
gress, first  session;  and  the  proceedings  in  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  were  printed  in  the  Congressional  Record 
for  the  Fiftieth  Congress,  first  session,  pages  4695,  4708,  4766,  5090, 
5136,  5150,  5190,  6042,  6247,  6248,  6346,  6610,  6675,  6677,  6846,  6894, 
7154,  7213,  7285,  7387,  7470,  7516,  7552,  7573,  7623,  7663,  7712,  7760, 
7903,  7914,  8073,  8090. 

AEBICAN  SLAVE  TBADE  CONVENTION  BETWEEN  THE  UNIT£I> 
STATES  AND  OTHEB  POWEBS  BELATIVE  TO  SITPFBESSION^ 
1891. 

Note. — ^African  slave  trade  convention  between  the  United  States  and  other 
powers  relative  to  suppression  was  rejected  by  the  Senate  March  3,  1891,  vol- 
ume 27,  Executive  Journal,  United  States  Senate,  1889-1891. 

Amended  and  ratified  January  11,  1892,  volume  28,  Executive  Journal,  United 
States  Senate,  1891-1893. 

Thursday,  January  29,  1891. 

The  general  act  (Executive  B)  signed  at  Brussels,  July  2,  1890,  by 
the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other  powers  for  the 
repression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  etc.,  was  read  the  first  time,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and,  together  with  the^ 
message  and  accompanying  report,  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confi- 
dence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison,  at  5  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  February  4, 1891. 

Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  29th  January,  the  general  act,  signed  at  Brussels^ 
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July  2,  1890.  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other 
powers  for  tne  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  etc.,  reported  the 
same  without  amendment. 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  con- 
sidered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  Injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  **  The  general  act 
(Executive  B)  signed  at  Brussels  July  2,  1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the 
United  States  and  other  powers  for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade," 
etc.,  and  from  the  message  transmitting  the  same,  and  also  from  the  accom- 
panying papers;  and  that  5.000  copies  thereof  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  general  act  signed  at  Brussels  July  2, 1890,  was  read  the  second 
time  and  considered  as  in  Committee  or  the  Whole;  and  no  amend- 
ment being  made,  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate ;  and  no  amendment 
being  proposed, 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  consideration : 

Resolved  {two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring  therein),  That  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  general  act  signed  at  Brus- 
sels July  2, 1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other  powers 
for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  etc. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Blair,  at  5  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Saturday,  February  14,  1891. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Pruden,  one  of  his  secretaries : 

To  the  Senate: 

I  transmit  herewith  for  your  information,  In  connection  with  the  general  act 
of  Brussels,  signed  July  2»  1890,  now  under  your  consideration,  a  final  protocol, 
signed  at  Brussels  December  22,  1890,  by  the  commission  charged  with  framing 
of  the  tariff  of  Import  duties  In  the  conventional  basin  of  the  Congo  guaran- 
teeing to  the  commerce  and  citizens  of  the  United  States  In  the  basin  the  treat- 
ment accorded  to  the  commerce  and  subjects  of  the  powers  which  signed  the 
general  act  of  Berlin  of  1884-85.  I  also  inclose  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  setting  forth  the  Intent  of  the  protocol  submitted,  and  copies  of  two  dis- 
patches from  our  minister  at  Brussels  on  the  ^ame  subject 

Benj.  Habbison. 

Executive  Mansion, 

Washinfft(my  February  IS,  1891. 

The  message  was  read. 

The  protocol  (Executive  B,  part  2)  to  the  general  act  for  the  re- 
pression of  the  African  slave  trade,  signed  at  Brussels  DecemJDer 
22, 1890,  was  read  the  first  time,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Kelations,  and,  together  with  the  message  and  accompanying  papers, 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Fridat,  February  27, 1891. 

Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  committee,  to  whom  was  referred,  the  14th 
instant,  the  final  protocol  (Executive  B,  part  2)  to  the  general  act 
for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  signed  at  Brussels 
December  22,  1890,  reported  the  same  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  the  final  protocol 
(Executive  B,  part  2)  to  the  general  act  for  the  repression  of  the  African 
slave  trade,  signed  at  Brussels  December  22,  189a 

TuESDAT,  March  3,  1891.     . 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  following  resolution  submit- 
ted by  him  the  4th  February : 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senate  present  concurring  therein).  That  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  general  act  signed  at  Brus- 
sels July  2,  1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other 
powers  for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  etc. 

*  *  *  *  «  '  «  « 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  advisinff 
and  consenting  to  the  ratification  of  the  general  act  (Executive  B) 
for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade;  and 

After  debate^ 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution. 

The  yeas  were  26  and  the  nays  were  33. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Butler,  Carey,  Casey,  CuUom,  Dixon,  Dolph,  Frye,  Hale, 
Hiscock,  Hoar,  McConnell,  McMillan,  Manderson,  Mitchell,  Morrill, 
Paddock,  Pierce,  Sanders,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Shoupe,  Spooner, 
Stockbridge,  Warren,  Washburn,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blair,  Blodgett,  Call,  Carlisle,  Chandler, 
Coke,  Daniel,  Edmunds,  Farwell,  Faulkner,  Gorman,  Gray,  Hamp- 
ton, Harris,  Hawley,  Ingalls,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Jones  of  Nevada, 
Kenna,  Pasco,  Pettigrew,  Plumb,  Pugh,  Ransom,  Reagan,  Stewart, 
Teller,  Turpie,  Vance,  Vest,  and  Walthall. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
the  general  act  signed  at  Brussels  July  2,  1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the 
United  States  and  other  powers  foi^  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade, 
two- thirds. of  the  Senators  present  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Edmunds  submitted  a  motion  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the 
vote  last  taken. 


[Vol.  28.] 
Thursdat,  December  10,  1891. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  treaties  and  conventions,  now  pending  before 
the  Senate,  be  again  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

A  general  act  (Executive  B,  Fiftieth  Congress,  second  session),  signed  at 
Brussels  July  2,  1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other 
powers  for  the  repression  of  the  African  slave  trade ; 

♦  ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  2  o'clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Wednesday,  DxoBMnBR  16, 1891. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion  submitted  by  Mr. 
Edmunds  on  the  Sd  day  of  March  last.  ^  that  the  vote  of  the  Senate 
on  rejecting  the  general  act  (Exhibit  B,  Fifty-first  C!ongress,  second 
session)  signed  at  Brussels  July  2,  1890,  by  the  plenipcSentiaries  of 
the  Umted  States  and  other  powers,  for  the  repression  of  the  African 
slave  trade,  etc.,  be  reconsidered,"  and  unanimously  agreed  thereto. 

Monday,  Januaby  11, 1892. 

Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  Conmiittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  10th  December  last,  the  general  act  (Executive  B, 
Fifty-first  Congress,  second  session)  signed  at  Brussels  July  2, 1890, 
by  tne  plenipotentiaries  of  the  Umted  States  and  other  powers,  for 
the  suppression  of  the  African  slave  trade,  reported  it  without 
amendment,  accompanied  by  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved  (tioo-ihirds  of  itie  Senators  present  concurring  therein).  That  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  general  act  signed  at  Brus- 
sels July  2, 1890,  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the  United  States  and  other  powers, 
for  the  suppression  of  the  African  slave  trade  and  for  other  purposes. 

Resolved  further^  That  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  acceptance  of 
the  partial  ratification  of  the  said  general  act  on  the  part  of  the  French  Re- 
pubUc,  and  to  the  stipulations  relative  thereto,  as  set  forth  in  the  protocol 
signed  at  Brussels,  January  2,  1892. 

Resolved  further,  as  a  part  of  this  act  of  ratifloation,  That  the  United  States 
of  America,  liaving  neither  possessions  nor  protectorates  in  Africa,  hereby  dis- 
daims  any  intention,  in  ratifying  this  treaty,  to  indicate  any  interest  what- 
soever in  the  possessions  or  protectorates  established  or  claimed  on  that  con- 
tinent by  the  other  powers,  or  any  approval  of  the  wisdom,  expediency,  or  law- 
fulness thereof,  and  does  not  Join  in  any  expressions  in  the  said  general  act 
which  might  be  construed  as  such  a  declaration  or  acknowledgment;  and,  for 
this  reason,  tliat  it  is  desirable  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  inserted  in  the 
protocol  to  be  drawn  up  at  the  time  of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  thia 
treaty  on  the  part  of  the  United  Statea 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

The  said  general  act  (having  heretofore  been  read  the  second  time) 
was  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no  amendment 
being  made  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate ;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Forei^  Eeiations, 

It  was  determined  unanimously  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  the  said  resolution  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed  from  all  the  proceedings 
of  the  Senate  in  relation  to  the  general  act  (Blecutive  B,  Fifty-first  €k>ngreflB» 
second  session)  between  the  United  States  and  other  powers  for  the  repression 
of  the  African  slave  trade,  etc. 

121384— S.  D0C..26,  66-1 ^17 
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tbeaty  with  fbance,  1892. 

convention  for  the  extradition  of  criminaii9  00nglt7ded  between 
the  united  states  and  france,  signed  at  paris  march  25,  1892. 

Wednesday,  April  13, 1892. 

The  convention  for  the  extradition  of  criminals  concluded  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  signed  at  Paris  March  25,  1892,  was 
read  the  first  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  convention  be  referred  to  the  CJommittee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and,  together  with  the  message,  be  printed,  in  confidence,  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  April  20, 1892. 

Mr.  Sherman,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations,  to  whom 
was  referred,  the  13th  instant,  the  convention  (Executive  F)  for  the 
extradition  of  criminals,  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
France,  at  Paris,  on  March  25, 1892,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Monday,  May  2,  1892. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  convention  (Executive  F)  for  the  extradition  of  criminals, 
concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France,  at  Paris,  on  March 
25,  1892,  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman,  at  4  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  May  3,  1892. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  convention  (Execu- 
tive F)  for  the  extradition  of  criminals,  concluded  between  the  Uriited 
States  and  France,  at  Paris,  on  March  25, 1892. 

Pending  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Harris,  at  5  o'clock  and  13  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned.   ' 

Tuesday,  May  10,  1892. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  convention  for  the  extradition  of  criminals,  concluded  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France  on  March  25, 1892. 

Mr.  Morgan  submitted  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  2,  paragraph  1,  after  the  word  "  murder,"  strike  out  the  words  "  com- 
prehending the  crimes  designated  in  the  French  penal  code  as"  and  insert  a 
semicolon  after  the  words,  "  murder,"  "  assassination,"  "  parricide,"  and  "  infan- 
ticide ; "  and 
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After  the  word  "  rape,"  In  paragraph  2  of  the  same  article,  strike  out  the 
words  "  comprehending  the  corresponding  crimes  designated  In  articles  331  and 
332  of  the  French  penal  code  "  and  Insert  a  semicolon  after  the  word  "  rape." 

After  debate^ 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj^^^  oi 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Berrjr,  Blodgett,  Call,  Cameron,  Carlisle,  Chandler,  Cock- 
rell,  George,  Gibson  of  Maryland,  Gorman,  Hawley,  Hill,  Kyl^  Mc- 
Pherson,  Mails,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Palmer,  rascoe.  Teller,  Vest,  Vilas, 
Walthall,  and  Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Casey,  Cullom^  Dixon,  Dolph,  Dubois,  Frj^e,  Gray,  Hale, 
Hansbrough,  Higgins,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  McMillan,  Pettigrew,  Proctor, 
Sanders,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Shoup,  Stockbridge,  and  Washburn. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chandler  submitted  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  2,  paragraph  1,  after  the  word  "manslaughter,"  insert  the  words 
**  when  voluntary." 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment, 

{Yeas  21 

Navs  24 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chandler, 

The  yeas  and  navs  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Bate,  Berry,  Call,  Carlisle^  Chandler,  Cockrell,  Coke, 
George,  Gorman,  Hawley,  Higgins,  Hill,  Kyle.  McPherson,  Mills, 
Morgan,  Palmer,  Teller,  Vest,  ATuas,  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Casey,  Cullom,  Dawes,  Dixon,  Dolph,  Dubois,  Frye,  Grav, 
Hale,  Hansbrough,  Hiscock,  Hoar,  McMillan,  Mitchell,  Paddock, 
Pasco,  Perkins,  Power,  Proctor,  Sanders,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Shoup, 
and  Stockbridge. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McjPherson  submitted  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  2,  paragraph  8,  after  the  word  "  larceny/*  strike  out  the  words  "  ob- 
taining money,  valuable  secnrities,  or  other  property  by  false  pretences." 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment, 


It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 


[Yeas 18 

I  Nays 29 

On  motion  by  Mr.  McPherson, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Berry,  Blackburn,  Blodgett,  Brice,  Call,  Chandler,  Coke, 
George,  Gorman,  Hill,  Kyle,  McPherson,  Mills,  Pasco,  Stewart,  Vest, 
Vilas,  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are. 
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Messrs.  Aldrich,  Barbonr,  Casey,  Cullom,  Dawes,  Dixon,  Dolpht 
Dubois,  Frye,  Gray,  Hansbrough,  Hawley,  HijMins,Hi8cock,  Mc- 
Millan, Manderson,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Paddock,  flatt,  Proctor,  Pngh^ 
Sanders,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Shoup,  Stockbridge,  Warren,  and  Wash- 
bum. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Greorge  submitted  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  7,  after  the  words  "  delivered  up,''  insert  the  words  "  nor 
shall  such  person  be  arrested  or  delivered  on  civil  process  for  a  cause 
accrued  beiore  extradition.'' 

After  debate, 

The  proposed  amendment  was  aneed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan,  to  further  amend  the  convention,  as 
follows: 

Article  2,  paragraph  11,  after  the  word  "  adults,'*  strike  out  the  words  **  de- 
fined to  be  the  detention  of  a  person  or  persons  in  order  to  exact  money  of  them 
or  their  families  or  for  any  other  unlawfol  end." 

After  debate^ 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan  to  strike  out  of  the  fcmrth  article  the 
following  wordfs,  to  wit:  '* even  by  telegraph," 

After  debate, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan  to  strike  out  of  the  fourth  article  the 
following  wor(k,  to  wit:  ^^  In  both  countries,  in  case  of  urgency,  the 
application  for  arrest  and  detention  may  be  addressed  direcUv  to  the 
competent  magistrate  in  conforming  to  the  statutes  in  force.'' 

Pendinj^  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Manderson,  at  6  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wedkxsdat,  Mat  11, 1892. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  convention  (Execu- 
tive F)  for  the  extradition  of  criminals,  concluded  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  at  Paris,  on  March  25, 1892 ;  and 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

After  debate, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Vilas  proposed  the  followinff  amendment,  to  wit:  Strike  out 

Paragraph  1,  of  article  4,  in  the  following  words,  "  The  arrest  and 
etention  of  a  fugitive  may  be  applied  for  on  information,  even  by 
telegraph,  of  the  existence  of  a  judgment  of  conviction  or  of  a  war- 
rant ot  arrest." 
Pending  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cameron, 
That  the  Senate  adjourn. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  ^^^g Jf 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 
The  yeas  and  nays  be^ig  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Barbour,  Bate,  Brice^  Gteorge,  Turpie,  and  Vest. 

Those  who  voted  jn  the  negative  are, 

Messrs. 
Dawes,  Dolph, 
Hill,  Hiscock, ! 

Paliner,  Petticrew,  Pugh,  Ransom,  Sawyer,  Sherman,  Shoiip,  Squire^ 
Stewart,  Stockbridge,  Teller,  Vilas,  and  Washburn. 

So  the  Senate  refused  to  adjourn. 

The  number  of  Senators  voting,  not  constituting  a  ouorum, 

The  President  pro  tempore  directed  the  roU  to  be  called; 

When, 

Fifty  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

A  quorum  being  present. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  ainendment  pjroposed 
by  Mr.  Vilas; 

After  further  debate. 

The  proposed  ame^idment  wa^  disagreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chandler,  to  amend  article  3,  bv  adding  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  2  the  following  words,  to  wit:  "Like  copies  of 
depositions,  or  other  evidence  of  guilt,  shall  be  produced,  where  the 
fugitive  was  convicted  without  his  personal  presence  in  court," 
;   It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Ko  further  ainendment  being  made,  the  convention,  as  aopkendedi 
was  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  the  amendments  made  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  were  unaiiimously  concurred  in. 

Mr.  Sherman  submitted  the  following  resolution  for  considera- 
tion: 

Resolved  (two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  oonourring  therein) ,  That  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  for  the  extra- 
dition of  criminals,  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France,  at  Paris, 
<m  March  25,  18d2,  with  the  foUowlng 

AMENDMENTS : 

Article  2,  paragraph  1,  after  the  word  "murder,''  strike  out  the  words 
"  comprehending  the  crimes  designated  in  the  French  penal  code,  as,"  and  in- 
sert a  semicolon  after  the  words  "murder,"  "assassination,"  "paradde,"  and 
"Infanticide,"  and 

After  the  word  "rape,"  in  paragraph  2  of  the  same  article,  strike  out  the 
words,  "  comprehending  the  corresponding  crimes  designated  in  articles  331  and 
882  of  the  French  penal  code,"  and  insert  a  semicolon  after  the  word  "  rape." 

Article  2,  paragraph  11,  after  the  word  "  adults,"  strike  out  the  words  "  de- 
fined to  be  the  detention  of  a  person  or  persons  in  order  to  exact  money  of 
them  or  their  families  or  for  any  other  unlawful  end." 

Article  7,  after  the  words  "  delivered  up,"  insert  the  words  "  nor  shall  such 
person  be  arrested  or  delivered  on  civU  process  for  a  cause  accrued  before 
extradition." 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sherman, 

The  Senate  proceeded  by  unanimous  consent  to  consider  the  said 
resolution;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

The  yeas  were  28,  and  the  nays  were  23. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Cameron,  Cullom,  Davis,  Dawes,  Dixom  Dolph, 
Dubois,  Frye,  Gray,  Hale,  Hawley,  Higgins,  Hiscock,  McMillan, 
Manderson,  Mitchell,  Paddock,  Pettigrew,  Piatt,  Sawyer,  Sherman, 
and  Shoup. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Barbour,  Bate,  Ber^,  Blackburn,  Blodget^Brice,  Chan- 
dler, Cockrell,  Coke,  Colquitt,  Gorman,  Hill,  Kyle,  McPherson,  Mills, 
Morgan,  Palmer,  Pugh,  Kansom,  Teller,  Turpie,  Vest,  and  Vilas. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
the  convention  for  the  extradition  of  criminals,  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  France,  at  Paris,  on  March  25,  18d2,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  not  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Chandler  submitted  a  motion, 

That  the  Senate  reconsider  the  votes,  disagreeing  to  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  this  day,  to  advise  and  consent  to  ti^e  ratification  of  the  convention 
for  the  extradition  of  criminals  between  the  United  States  and  France. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale,  at  4  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

TBEATY  WITH  OBEAT  BBITAIK,  1897. 

[Great  Britain :  Arbitration,  Bz.  D,  54th,  2d.] 
Thursdat,  March  18, 1897. 

Mr.  Davis,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was,  the  8th  instant,  recommitted  the  treaty  (Executive  D  of  the 
Fifty-fourth  Congress,  second  session)  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  difference  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washington,  January  11,  1897, 
reoorted  the  same  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Davis,  at  the  same  time,  submitted  a  resolution  to  advise  and 
consent  to  the  ratification  of  said  treaty  with  amendments. 

Ordered,  That  said  treaty,  with  the  amendments  reported  from  the  Oouk 
mittee,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Friday,  March  19,  1897. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  treaty  ^Executive  D,  last 
session)  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbi- 
tration of  matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at 
Washington,  January  11, 1897. 

The  said  treaty  was  again  read,  and  considered  as  in  CJommittee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  treaty  being  considered  by  articles. 

The  question  was  to  agree  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit: 

Add,  at  the  end  of  Article  I,  the  following:  and  any  agreement  to  submit, 
together  with  its  formulations,  sfiall,  in  every  case,  before  it  becomes  final,  be 
communicated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Senate  uHth  his 
approval,  and  be  concurred  in  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present,  and  shdU 
also  be  approved  by  Her  Majesty,  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland, 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cullom,  at  8  o'clock  and  48  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Monday^  March  22,  1897. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideratioii  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, January  11, 1897. 

The  question  was  to  agree  to  the  amendment  to  Article  I,  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  which  was  under  consider- 
ation on  the  19th  instant. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  said  amendment, 

It  was  determined  in  the  aflBrmative. 

The  Senate  having  imder  consideration  the  amendment  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit : 

In  Article  III  strike  out :  "  Each  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  nominate 
one  arbitrator,  who  shall  be  a  jurist  of  repute,  and  the  two  arbitrators  so  nomi- 
nated shall  within  two  months  of  the  date  of  their  nomination  select  an  umpire/* 
and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof :  Each  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  nominate 
two  arbitrators f  who  sTvall  he  jurists  of  repute,  and  the  two  nominated  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  be  appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
tonsent  of  the  Senate,  and  the  four  arbitrators  shaU,  within  two  montJis  from 
the  date  of  their  appointment,  select  an  umpire; 

Mr.  Morgan  moved  to  amend  as  follows:  Strike  out  of  the  said 
proposed  amendment  the  words,  "  who  shall  be  jurists  of  repute." 

After  debate^ 

Mr.  Allen  raised  a  question  as  to  the  presence  of  a  quorum^  and 

The  roll  was  called  and  fifty-seven  Senators  answered  to  their 
names. 

A  quorum  being  present, 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  jj^|  og 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bate,  Berry,  Cannon,  Chandler,  Clay,  Cockrell, 
Earle,  Foraker,  Gallinger,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Hawley^  Heitfeld, 
Mason,  Mills,  Pasco,  Pettigrew,  Pettus,  Pritchard,  Rawlms,  Boach, 
Tillman,  Vest,  and  Walthall. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Carter,  Chilton,  Clark, 
Cullom,  Davis,  Fairbanks,  Hanna,  Hoar,  Lmdsay,  Lodge,  McEnery, 
McMillan,  Martin,  Perkins,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Proctor,  Spooner, 
Thurston,  Turner,  Turpie,  Wellington,  and  Wilson. 

So  the  amendment  proposed  By  Mr.  Morgan  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  question  recurred  on  the  amendment  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations; 

Pending  whidi, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 

It  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  consent,  that  the  committee  amend- 
ments be  proceeded  with  for  consideration,  after  which  amendments 
could  be  proposed  by  Senators  to  such  of  the  committee  amendments 
as  shall  have  been  agreed  to  by  the  Senate  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 
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On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  pending  amendment, 
It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  question  to  agi^ee  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit : 

In  Article  III  strike  out  "In  case  tbey  shall  faU  to  agree  upon  an  umpire 
within  three  months  of  the  date  of  an  application  made  to  them  in  that  behalf 
by  the  high  contracting  parties  or  eitlier  of  them,  the  umpire  shaU  be  selected 
in  the  manner  provided  for  in  Article  X." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  further  amendment  reported  from 
said  committee,  to  wit : 

In  the  last  paragraph  of  Article  III,  strike  out  **  person,"  and  insert,  in  Uea 
thereof,  umpire. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendments  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Illations,  to  wit : 

In  Article  V,  after  *'  viz,"  strike  out  "  two  by  each  of  the  high  contractiBg 
parties  and  one,  to  act  as  umpire,  by  the  four  thus  nominated  and  to  be  cfaoaen 
within  three  months  after  the  date  of  their  nomination,"  and  insert,  in  Uea 
thereof,  two  by  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ir^andy  two  to  he  nominated  hy  the  FreHdent  of  the  United  States,  and 
appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  ome  ta  aet  99 
umpire,  to  he  chosen  hy  the  four  thus  nominated  within  three  montkt  after  the 
date  of  their  nomination; 

Also  to  strike  out  of  the  same  article  the  following:  ^^  In  case  they 
shall  fail  to  agree  upon  an  umpire  within  three  months  of  the  date  of 
an  application  made  to  them  m  that  behalf  by  the  high  contracting 
parties  or  either  of  them,  the  uinpire  shall  be  selected  in  the  manner 
provided  for  in  Article  A ;" 

Also,  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  same  Article  V,  strike  out "  per- 
son "  and  insert  umpire; 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  considered  the  amendment  to  Article  VI,  reported  frcwn 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit:  Strike  out  ^)ud^  of 
the  Supreme  CJourt  of  me  United  States  or  justices  of  the  circuit 
courts,^  and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof,  jurists  of  repute. 

Mr.  Chandler  demanded  a  division  of  the  question;  and 

The  question  being  divided. 

On  tne  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  to  strike  out  the  word 
stated, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  (question  to  agree  to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  to  wit : 

Insert,  in  lieu,  the  words  jurists  of  repute. 

f  Yeas  27 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  \xf^^^  20 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chandler, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chilton.  Clark,  CuUom,  Davis. 
Elkins,  Foraker,  Frye,  Hanna,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McEnery. 
Martin,  Morrill,  Perkins,  Pettigrew,  Pritchard,  Shoup,  Spooner, 
Thurston,  Turner,  Turpie,  Wellington,  and  Carter. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messra  Bacon.  Bate,  Berry,  Chandler,  Clay,  Cockrell,  Earle,  Gal- 
linger,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Eenney,  McMillan,  Mason,  Mills, 
Pettus,  Rawlins,  Eoach,  Stewart,  Tillman,  and  Vest, 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  affree  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  to  wit:  In  Article  VI,  after  the  clause 
"to  be  nominated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,"  insert  and 
appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  wnd  consent  of  the  Senate^ 

It  was  determined  in  the  aflSrmative. 

On  the  ouestion  to  agree  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  in  Article  VIII,  to  wit: 

lo  the  first  paragraph  of  said  article,  after  "  ai^^ohxt,**  insert  by  and  with  the 
edvice  and  consent  of  tfie  SenatBt 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment  reported  from  the  com- 
mittee, to  wit: 

Strike  out  aU  of  Article  X,  which  Is  as  follows: 

"ABTIOLBX, 

"  If  In  any  case  the  nominating  bodies  designated  in  Articles  III  and  V  shaU 
fail  to  agree  upon  an  umpire  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  said 
artidesi  the  umpire  shaU  be  appointed  by  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Sweden  and 
Norway. 

**  Either  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  however,  may  at  any  time  give  notice 
to  the  other  that,  by  reason  of  material  changes  in  conditions  existing  at  the 
date  of  this  treaty,  it  is  of  opinion  that  a  substitute  for  His  Majesy  should 
be  chosen  either  f^r  all  cases  to  arise  under  the  treaty  or  for  a  particular 
jq;>eclfied  case  already  arisen,  and  thereupon  the  high  contracting  parties  shaU 
at  once  proceed  to  agree  upon  such  substitute  to  act  either  In  all  cases  to  arise 
under  the  treaty  or  in  the  particular  case  spedfled  as  may  be  indicated  by  said 
notice ;  provided,  however,  that  such  notice  shall  have  no  effect  upon  an  arbltra« 
tlon  already  begun  by  the  constitution  of  an  arbitral  tribunal  under  Article  IIL 

"  The  high  contracting  parties  shall  also  at  once  proceed  to  nominate  a  sub- 
stitute for  His  Majesty  in  the  event  that  His  Majesty  shall  at  any  time  nodfy 
them  of  his  desire  to  be  relieved  from  the  functions  graciously  acc^ted  by  him 
under  this  treaty  either  for  all  cases  to  arise  thereunder  or  for  any  particular 
spedfled  case  already  arlseo." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

There  being  no  other  committee  amendments  proposed  for  con- 
sideration, the  treaty  (being  still  in  Committee  of  the  Whole)  was 
again  proceeded  with  by  articles  for  the  consideration  of  further 
amendments. 

Whereupon, 

Mr.  Chilton  proposed  an  amendment  to  Article  I. 

Pending  which, 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  5  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  March  28, 1897. 

The  arbitration  treaty   (Executive  D)  was  read  by  its  title  for 
further  consideration, 
Whereupon, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  3  o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 
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Wednesday,  March  24, 1897. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, January  11, 1897. 

Mr.  Carter  raised  a  question  as  to  the  presence  of  a  quorum ; 

Whereupon, 

The  roll  being  called,  fifty-two  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

A  quorum  bemg  present^ 

The  Senate  proceeded  with  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Chilton  to  Article  I. 

After  debate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar, 

Ordered,  That  aU  amendments  to  said  treaty  offered  to  date  be  printed  in  con- 
fidence for  the  use  of  the.  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thitbsdat,  Mabgh  26, 1897. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, Januarj[  11, 1897. 

The  question  being  to  agree  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Chilton  to  Article  I, 

Mr.  Tillman,  by  unanimous  consent,  proposed  an  amendment  to  the 
committee  amenmnent  heretofore  agreed  to,  as  follows,  to  wit:  Strike 
out  "  and "  which  follows  "  negotiation,''  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
Provided. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  proposed 
by  Mr.  Chilton  to  Article  I. 

After  debate, 

Mr.  Chilton  raised  a  question  as  to  the  presence  of  a  quorum ; 

Whereupon, 

The  roll  bein^  called,  forty-eight  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

A  quorum  bem^  present^ 

The  Senate  furwer  considered  the  said  amendment; 

Pending  which, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hoar,  at  8  o'clock  and  66  minutes  p.  m., 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

FioDAT,  March  26, 1897. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, January  11, 1897. 
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The  question  being  upon  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Chilton 
to  Article  I ; 
Pending  which, 
After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davie,  at  4  o'clock  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Monday,  Mabch  29, 1897. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  (Executive  D)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  difference  between  the  two 
countries,  si^ed  at  Washin^n,  January  11, 1897. 

The  pendm^  question  bemg  to  agree  to  the  amendment  by  Mr. 
CJhilton  to  Article  I ; 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  3  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m., 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  March  80,  1897. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resiuned  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  (Executive  D)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  difference  between  the  two 
countries,  signed  at  Washington,  January  11, 1897. 

Mr.  Hoar  presented  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  to 
Article  I. 

Mr.  Bacon  presented  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  to 
Article  VIL 

Ordered,  That  th^  be  printed  in  confidence. 

Pending  debate  on  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Chilton  to 
Article  I, 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Cullom,  at  4  o'clock  and  36  minutes  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  Mabch  81,  1897. 

The  Vice  President  announced  that 

The  hour  of  2  o'clock  having  arrived  (under  an  agreement  in  the 
Senate), 

The  pending  treaty  of  arbitration  would  be  taken  up  for  con- 
sideration. 

Thereupon,  the  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the 
consideration  of  the  treaty  ^Executive  D)  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  difference  between 
the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washington,  January  11,  1897. 

Mr.  Chilton  withdrew  the  pending  amendment  to  Article  I,  pro- 
posed by  him  on  the  24th  instant. 
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Thereupon  Mr.  Hoar  proposed  to  amend  Article  I  as  follows, 
to  wit: 

In  Article  I,  after  "  negotiation/'  insert :  But  no  difference  $haU  be  Muhmitted 
under  tJUs  treaty  which,  in  the  fudgjnent  of  either  power,  materially  affects  its 
honor,  the  integrity  of  its  territory,  or  it€  foreign  or  dwnettio  policy.  Nor 
shall  the  question  he  submitted  whether  any  treaty,  once  emisitifng^  eontimue  i» 
force:  Provided,  That  the  agreement  to  submit,  with  iU  formulations^  sihaU  i» 
-every  case,  before  it  becomes  final,  be  commwUoated  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  the  Senate  with  his  approval,  and  be  concurred  in  by  two^ 
thirds  of  the  Senators  present,  and  sJiall  also  be  approved  by  Her  Majesty  the 
Hueen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affimative,]  ji^ U 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Stewart, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present,  • 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Alien,  Allison,  Bacon,  Bate,  Berry,  Burrows,  Butler,  Oaf- 
fery.  Cannon,  Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clark,  Clav,  Cockrell,  Fair- 
banks, Faulbier,  Foraker,  Oallinger,  Gorman,  Hale,  Hanna,  Hans- 
brough,  Harris  of  Kansas^  Hawley  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Kyle, 
Lindsay,  Lodge,  McEnery,  Mantle,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan, 
Nelson,  JPasco,  Perkins,  rettus,  Piatt  of  Connecticut  Proctor,  Quay, 
Bawlins,  Boach,  Sewell,  Spooner,  Thurston,  Tillman,  Turner,  Vert, 
Walthall,  Warren,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Baker,  Cullom,  Davis,  Frye,  Gray,  Pettigrew, 
Piatt  of  New  York,  Pritchard,  Stewart,  Turpie,  Wellington,  and 
Wetmore. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chilton  again  proposed  the  amendment  offered  by  him  to 
Article  I,  to  wit: 

In  Article  I,  after  "  negotiation/*  insert  and  which  may,  as  said  question  arise, 
be  deemed  by  them  to  be  proper  subjects  of  arbitration, 

Mr.  Hoar  moved  to  lay  the  amendment,  proposed  by  Mr.  Chilton, 

•on  the  table;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

.        .  .       fYeas  48 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  <  jij^yg  27 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chilton,  the  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one- 
fifth  of  the  Scaiators  present^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  amrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Clark^  Cul- 
lom, Davis^  Fairbanks,  Fiye,  GalliMer,  Geiar,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna, 
Hawley,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBriae,  Mason,  Morrill,  Mxirphv, 
Nelson,  Pasco,  PerMns,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Piatt  of  New  York, 
Pritchard,  Proctor,  Quay,  Sewell,  Spooner,  Thurston,  Turner,  Tur- 
pie, Vest,  Walthall,  Warren,  Wellmgton,  Wetmore,  Wilson,  and 
Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Carter, 
Chilton,  Clay,  Cockrell,  Faulkner,  Gorman,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Jones 
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of  Arkansas,  Kyle,  Mantle,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Petti- 
grew,  Pettus,  Rawlins,  Boach,  Stewart,  and  Tillman. 

So  the  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Morgan  proposed  to  amend  Article  I  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Strike  ont  the  words  "diplomatic  negotiation"  and  insert  in  .lieu  thereof 
treaty  or  cotwentUm. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  said  proposed  amendment  on  the  table; 
and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,] ^??f ^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mor^n, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present^ 

Those  who  votea  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Aldrich,  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Cullom,. 
Davis,  Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale, 
Hanna,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Kyle,  Lindsay,  LodgeTMartin,  Mason,  MorriU, 
Murphy,  Nelson,  Pasco,  Perkins,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Plat  of  New 
York,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Spooner^  Tillman,  Turpie,  Vest, 
Walthall,  Warren,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  Wilson,  and  Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry ^utler.  Cannon.  Carter, 
Chilton,  Clay,  Cockrell,  Gorman,  Harris  of  Xansas,  Jones  or  Arkan- 
sas, Mantle,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pettus,  Quay,  Bawlins,  Boach^ 
Stewart,  and  Turner. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Cockrell  proposed  to  amend  as  follows,  to  wit : 

In  Article  II  strike  out  "  £100,000  *'  and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  $500,000. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  said  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ; 
and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  v-^  oo 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Cockrell, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present^ 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Clark,  Cullom,  Davis, 
Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray, Hale,  Hanna,  Haw- 
Ict.  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McEnery,  Martin,  Mason,  Morrill,  Murphy, 
Nelson,  Perkins,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Piatt  of  New  YorkPritchard, 
Proctor,  Quay,  Spooner,  Turner,  Vest,  Walthall,  Warren,  Wellington, 
and  Wetmore. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler  ^annon,  Carter,  Chilton, 
Clav,  Cockrell,  German,  Harris  of  jKansas,  Kyle,  Mantle,  M.ills,  Mit- 
chell, Morgan,  Pasco,  Pettus,  Eawlins,  Boach,  and  Stewart. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Foraker  moved  to  amend  as  follows,  to  wit : 

In  Article  III,  in  the  first  Une  of  the  amendment  reported  from  the  €k>mmittee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  after  "  shall  nominate,"  insert  in  each  case  submitted. 
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Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  said  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ; 

and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

fYeas  22 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  j  v-^^yg"  42 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Foraker, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  afSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Caffery,  CuUom,  Davis,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gear, 
Gray,  Hawley, Lindsay, Lodge, Mason, Morrill, NelsoiijPlatt of  New 
York,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Turpie,  Vest,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  and 
Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Allison.  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon, 
Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clay,  CockreU,  Fairbanks,  Foraker, 
Gallinger,  Hanna,  Hansbrough,  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Kyle, 
McEnery,  Mantle,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Murphy,  Pasco, 
Perkins,  Pettus,  Pritchard,  Quay,  Kawlins,  Koach,  Spooner,  Stewart, 
Tillman,  Turner,  Walthall,  Warren,  and  Wilson. 

So  the  motion  to  table  was  not  agreed  to.        y 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  said  proposed  amendment. 

It  was  dfetermined  in  the  aflSrmative. 

Mr.  Foraker  proposed  three  additional  amendments,  which,  by 
unanimous  consent,  were  considered  at  the  present  time  as  follows : 

In  Article  V,  line  72,  before  "  Tribunal,"  strike  out  "  the  "  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thereof  a. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto,  ^ 
It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
Also, 

In  Article  V,  line  79,  after  "  selected  "  Insert  in  each  8uch  case. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 
It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
Also, 

In  Article  VI,  line  103,  after  "  to  be  nominated,"  insert  in  each  case. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affinnative, 

Mr.  Chilton  proposed  to  amend  Article  VI  as  follows,  to  wit: 

Strike  out  the  last  paragraph  of  Article  VI,  whclh  is  as  follows : 
"  In  the  event  of  an  award  made  by  less  than  the  prescribed  majority  and 
protested  as  above  provided,  or  If  the  members  of  the  arbitral  tribunal  shall 
be  equaUy  divided,  there  shall  be  no  recourse  to  hostile  measures  of  any  de- 
scription until  the  mediation  of  one  or  more  friendly  powers  has  been  invited 
by  one  or  both  of  the  high  contracting  parties." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table; 
and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,]  j^^  27 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chilton, 
The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 
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Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Caffery^  Clark,  CuUom,  Davis,  Fairbanks,  Faulk- 
ner, Foraker,  Frye,  GaUinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hawley,  Hoar, 
Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  Morrill,  Murphy,  Nelson,  Perking  Petti- 

S'ew,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Piatt  of  New  York,  Pritchard,  Froctor, 
uay,  Sewell,  Spooner,  Turner,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall,  Wellington, 
Wetmore,  Wilson,  and  Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Burrows,  Butler,  Can- 
non, Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clay,  Cockrell,  Hanna,  Harris  of 
Kansas,  Kyle,  McEnery,  Mantle,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan, 
Pasco,  Pettus,  Rawlins,  Roach,  and  Stewart 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Rawlins  proposed  to  amend  Article  II  as  follows,  to  wit: 

In  the  first  paragraph  of  Article  II,  strike  out  "  shaU  be  dealt  with "  and 
insert  in  lien  thereof  may  be  submitted  to, 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  amendment  on  the  table;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  ij«yg  05 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rawlins, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messers.  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Clark,  Cullom,  Davis,  Fair- 
banks, Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna,  Hawley, 
Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  McEnery,  Mason,  Morrill,  Nelson, 
Perkins,  Piatt  of  Connecticut,  Piatt  of  New  York.  Pritchard,  Proctor, 
Sewell,  Spooner,  Turner,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall,  Warren,  Welling- 
ton, Wetmore,  Wilson,  and  Wolcott. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Carter,  Chand- 
ler, Chilton,  Clsr^,  Cocfaell,  Gorman,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Kyle,  Mantle, 
Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Pettus,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Roach, 
and  Stewart. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Rawlins  also  proposed  to  amend  Article  VI  as  follows : 

In  the  latter  part  of  the  first  paragraph  of  Article  VI  strike  out  "three 
months,"  and  Insert  In  Hen  thereof  one  year. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  lay  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Rawlins  proposed  to  amend  Article  VII  as  follows: 

In  Article  VII,  strike  out  "  and  the  same  shaU  be  dealt  with  by  arbitration 
nnder  Article  VI." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Mills  proposed  to  amend  Article  XIV  as  follows: 

In  Article  XIV,  after  "  operation,"  strike  out  "  and  further  until  the  expira- 
tion of  twelve  months  after  either  of  the  high,  contracting  parties  shaU  have 
given  notice  to  the  other  of  its  wish  to  terminate  the  same." 
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Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 
On  the  qnestion  to  agree  thereto. 

It  Was  determined  in  the  aflirmative,|  ^^^ ^ 

On  moticm  by  Mr.  Mills, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  preswit. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Burrows,  Caffrey,  Cullom,  Davis,  Fairbaaiks^ 
Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Banna,  Hawley.  Hoar,  Lind- 
say, Lodge,  McBride,  Morrill,  Nelson,  Perkins,  Piatt  of  Connecticwt, 
Piatt  of  New  York,  Proctor,  Quay,  Spooner,  Vest,  Walthall,  War- 
ren, Wellington,  and  Wetmore. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Me^rs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Chandler,  Car- 
ter, Chilton,  Clay,  Cockrell,  Grorman,  Hansborou^h,  Harris  of  Kan- 
sas, Kyle.  McEnery,  Mantle,  Martin,  Mason,  Mifls,  Morgan,  Pettus^ 
Rawlins,  Roach,  Stewart,  and  Turner. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Several  additional  amendments  were,  by  imanimous  consent,  pro- 
posed, and  lie  over  until  to-morrow,  as  lollows : 
-     By  Mr.  Butler :  To  amend  Article  I. 

By  Mr.  Bacon :  To  amend  Article  I.     

By  Mr.  Morgan :  To  strike  out  Article  yJLl. 

By  Mr.  Morgan :  To  strike  out  Article  VJJLl. 
On  moticm  by  Mr.  Davis, 

Ordered,  That  the  pending  treaty,  together  with  ^e  amendments  to  this 
time  agreed  to,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  4  o'clock  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

THXTBaDAT,  Ami.  1, 1897. 

The  ISenate,  as  in  Conmiittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  f  Executive  D)  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  differ^ice  b^ween  the  two 
countries,  signed  at  Washington,  January  11, 1897. 

Mr.  Hawley  raised  a  question  as  to  the  presence  of  a  quorum; 

Whereupon, 

The  roll  being  called,  sixty-five  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

A  quorum  being  present, 

Mr.  Butler  proposed  to  amend  Article  I  as  follows : 

In  Article  I,  after  "  negotiation,"  insert  and  convention  or  treaty. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table:  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  j^^  5g 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Butler, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Berry.  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Clark,  CuUom,  Davis, 
Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna,  Hawley,  Hoar, 
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Lindsay,  Lodge,  Martin,  Mason,  Murphy,  Nelson,  Pasco,  Perkins, 
Pritchard,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Smith,  Spooner,  Thurston,  Turpie,  Vest, 
Walthall,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Butler,  Chilton,  Clay,  E]kinsr, 
Hansbrough,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  McEnery,  Mills,  Mitchell, 
Morgan,  Pettigrew,  Pettus,  Quay,  Kawlins,  Roach,  Stewart,  Tillman, 
and  Turner. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Butler  moved  to  strike  out  the  proviso  of  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Hoar  to  Article  I  and  agreed  to  yesterday,  which  is  as 
follows : 

ProHded,  That  the  agreement  to  submit,  with  its  formulations,  shaU  in  every 
case,  before  it  becomes  final,  be  communicated  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  the  Senate  with  his  approval,  and  be  concurred  in  by  two-thirds  of 
the  Senators  present,  and  shall  also  be  approved  by  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

The  amendment  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed 
to. 
Mr.  Chilton  proposed  to  amend  Article  I  as  follows : 

In  Article  I,  after  "  fail,"  and  before  **  to  adjust,"  insert  othertoise;  also  in 
the  same  article  strike  out  "  by  diplomatic  negotiation." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  aflSrmative,  ];M'ov5r  o/^ 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chilton^ 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Caffery,  Carter,  Chandler,  Clark,  Davis,  Fair- 
banks, Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna,  Hawley^ 
Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lod^,  McEnery,  Mason,  Nelson,  Perkins,  Pritchard^ 
Proctor,  Sewell,  Smith,  Spooner,  Thurston,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall^ 
Wetmore,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Chilton^ 
Clay,  Elkins,  Gorman,  Hansborough,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,. 
Jones  of  Arkansas,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgfin,  Murphy,  Pasco^ 
Pettigrew,  Pettus,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Roach,  Stewart,  Tillman,  Turner^ 
and  Wellington. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Bacon  proposed  to  amend  Article  I  as  follows : 

In  the  amendment  heretofore  agreed  to  to  Article  I,  after  the  phrase  "  con- 
tinue in  force,"  insert  nor  shall  any  claim  against  any  State  of  the  United 
States,  alleged  to  be  due  to  the  Oot'emment  of  Oreat  Britain,  or  to  any  suh- 
ied  thereof  J  be  a  subject-matter  of  arbitration  under  this  treaty, 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

fYeas  24- 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  ]  jj«yg  40 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Bacon, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  aflSrmative  are, 

Messrs.  Caffery,  Clark,  Cullum,  Davis,  Fairbanks,  Frye,  Qallinger, 
Gear,  Gray,  Hanna,  Hawley,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  Mason,  Pettigrew, 
Pritchard,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Smith,  Thurston,  Turpie,  Vest,  Wetmore, 
and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry^  Burrows,  Butler,  Can- 
non, Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clav,  Elkms,  Faulkner.  Foraker, 
Gorman,  Hale,  Hansbrough,  Harris  ox  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Hoar,  Jones 
of  Arkansas,  McEnery,  Martin,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Murphy,  Nelson, 
Pasco,  Perlans,  Pettus,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Roa<3i,  Spooner,  Stewart, 
Tillman,  Turner,  Walthall,  and  Wellington. 

So  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Chilton  proposed  to  amend  Article  VII  by  striking  out  the  fol- 
lowing: "Objections  to  the  jurisdiction  of  an  arbitral  tribunal  con- 
stituted under  this  treaty  shall  not  be  taken  except  as  provided  in  this 
article." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

Navs  23 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Chilton, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Clark,  Cullom,  Davis,  Elkins, 
Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna, 
Hansbrough,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  McEnery, 
Mason,  Murphy,  ifelson,  Perkins,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  SeweU, 
Spooner,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Cannon,  Chilton,  Clay, 
Gorman,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Martin, 
Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Pettus,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Roach, 
Stewart,  and  Turner. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Rawlins  proposed  to  amend  as  follows,  to  wit:  Strike  out  all 
of  Article  VI. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj^g  24 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Rawlins, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  Clark,  Cullom,  Davis,  Elkins, 
Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna, 
Hawley,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  McEnery,  Mason,  Murphy, 
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Nelson,  Pasco,  Perkins,  Pettus,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  Smith,  Spooner, 
Tillman,  Turner,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall,  Wetmore,  and  Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Carter, 
Chilton,  Clay,  Gorman,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Jones  of  Ar- 
kansas, Martin,  MiUs,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pettigrew,  Quay,  Rawlins, 
Roach,  Sewell,  and  Stewart. 

So  tlie  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Spooner  proposed  to  amend  Article  VII  as  follows : 

In  said  Article  VII,  after  "thereupon,"  strike  out  "it"  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  any  one  of  the  arbitrators  appointed  by  either  of  the  high  contracting 
parties. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

It  was  determined  in  the  aflSrmative. 

Mr.  Morgan  proposed  to  amend  as  follows : 

Strike  out  all  of  Article  VII,  which  Is  as  follows : 

"ARTICLE  VII. 

"  Objections  to  the  jurisdiction  of  an  arbitral  tribunal  constituted  under  this 
treaty  shaU  not  be  taken  except  as  provided  in  this  article. 

"If  before  the  close  of  the  hearing  upon  a  claim  submitted  to  an  arbitral 
tribunal  constituted  under  Article  III  or  Article  V  either  of  the  high  contract- 
ing parties  shall  move  such  tribunal  to  decide,  and  thereupon  it  shall  decide 
that  the  determination  of  such  claim  necessarily  Involves  the  decision  of  a 
disputed  question  of  principle  of  grave  general  importance  affecting  the  na- 
tional rights  of  such  party  as  distinguished  from  the  private  rights  whereof 
it  is  merely  the  international  representative,  the  jurisdiction  of  such  arbitral 
tribunal  over  such  claim  shall  cease  and  the  same  shall  be  dealt  with  by  arbi- 
tration under  Article  VI." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  |  jj5?lg  oo 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bacon, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Caffery,  Chandler,  CuUom,  Davis,  ElkinSj  Fair- 
banl©,  Faulkner,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray,  Hale,  Hanna,  Hawley, 
Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  Mason,  Murphy,  Nelson,  Pasco, 
Perkins,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Smith,  Spooner,  Turner,  Turpie, 
Vest,  Walthall,  Wellington,  and  Wetmore. 

Those  who  voted  in  tne  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Bate,  Baker,  Berry,  Butler,  Cannon,  Chil- 
ton, Clay,  Gorman,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Jones  of  Arkansas, 
MeEnery,  Martin,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pettus,  Quay,  Bawlins, 
and  Stewart. 

So  the  proposed  amendment  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Pasco  proposed  to  amend  Article  VIII  as  follows : 

In  Article  VIII,  first  paragraph,  strike  out  "Judicial  officer"  and  insert  in 
Ueu  thereof,  jurist  of  repute. 
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Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table ;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

f  Yeas  22 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,    j  \avs  *^  34 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pasco, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Burrows,  Cnllom,  Davis,  Fairbanks,  Frye,  Grallinger, 
Gear,  Gray,  Hanna,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McBride,  Mur- 

?hy.  Nelson,  Pettigrew,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  Sewell,  Smith,  Thurston, 
'urpie.  Vest,  Wellington,  and  Wetmore. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Butler,  Caffrey,  Cannon, 
Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clay,  Faulkner,  Gorman,  Hale,  Hans- 
brough,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  McEnery, 
Mason,  Mills,  Mitchell,  Morgan,  Pasco,  Perkins,  Pettus,  Quay,  Roach. 
Spooner,  Stewart,  Turner,  Walthall,  and  Wilson. 

So  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Morgan  proposed  to  amend  as  follows,  to  wit  : 

strike  out  all  of  Article  VIII,  which  is  as  foUows: 

"  ARTICLE  VIII. 

•'  III  cases  where  the  qiu  stion  involved  is  one  which  concerns  a  particular 
t^tate  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  it  shall  be  open  to  the  President  of  the 
XTnited  States  to  appoint  a  judicial  officer  of  such  State  or  Territory  to  be  one 
of  the  arbitrators  under  Article  III  or  Article  V  or  Article  VI. 

"  In  like  manner  In  cases  where  the  question  involved  Is  one  which  concerns 
a  British  Ck)lony  or  possession,  it  shall  be  open  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  judicial  officer  of  such  Colony  or  possession  to  be  one  of  the  arbitra- 
tors under  Article  III  or  Article  V  or  Article  VI." 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  lay  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  table;  and 
On  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  |  y™  33 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present, 

Those  who  voted  in  the  affirmative  are, 

Messrs.  Ciillom,  Davis,  Fairbanks,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Grear,  Gray, 
Hale,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McEnery,  Nelson,  Perkins,  Pettigrew,  Proc- 
tor, Sewell,  Spooner,  Tnrpie,  Vest,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  Hanna, 
and  Hawley. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Allen,  Bacon,  Baker,  Bate,  Berry,  Burrows,  Butler,  Caf- 
ter}\  Cannon,  Carter,  Chandler,  Chilton,  Clay,  Gorman,  Hans- 
brough,  Harris  of  Kansas,  Heitfeld,  Hoar,  Jones  of  Arkansas,  Mills, 
Mitchell,  Morgan,  Murphy,  Pettus,  Pritchard,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Soach, 
Stewart,  Thurston,  Tillman,  Turner,  and  Walthall. 

So  the  motion  to  table  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  proposed  amendment, 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 

Ordered,  That  the  pending  treaty  of  arbitration  with  Great  Britain,  together 
with  the  amendments  agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis,  at  5  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m., 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  April  15,  1897. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis^ 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Wash- 
ington, January  11,  1897 ;  and 

The  treaty  being  under  consideration  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 

Mr.  Morgan  proposed  to  amend  as  follows : 

In  Article  VI  strike  out  **  (subject  to  the  provisions  of  Article  VIII)  "  at  both 
places  at  which  it  occurs  in  said  Article  VI. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

No  further  amendment  being  proposed, 

The  treaty,  with  the  proceedings  had  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
was  reported  to  the  Senate ;  and     . 

The  treaty  being  in  the  Senate,  and  no  Senator  objecting,  the  amend- 
ments were  taken  in  gross;  and  ^ 

On  the  question,  Will  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole? 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

Ordered^  That  the  pending  treaty  be  printed,  in  confidence,  in  form  as  amended 
in  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  same  be  printed,  in  confidence,  and  attached  thereto, 
showing  the  several  amendments  agreed  to. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Mills,  at  1  o'clock  and  43  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 

Monday,  April  19,  1897. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  coimtries,  signed  at  Washing- 
ton, January  11,  1897. 

The  resolution  of  ratification  of  the  treaty  with  amendments  was 
again  laid  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chandler  raised  a  question  as  to  the  presence  of  a  quorum;, and 

The  roll  being  called,  forty-four  Senators  answered  to  their  names. 

A  quorum  being  present. 

After  a  brief  discussion  on  the  treaty, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hale,  at  2  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  May  5, 1897. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  treaty  (Executive  D) 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
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matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washington,. 
January  11, 1897;  and 

No  further  amendment  being  proposed  thereto, 

The  resolution  of  ratification  heretofore  submitted  by  Mr.  Davis 
was  laid  before  the  Senate,  ^mended  so  as  to  embrace  the  amendments 
heretofore  agreed  to,  and  considered  by  the  Senate  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Resolved  itt4X)-third8  of  the  Senators  present  concurring  therein),  That  the- 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of  matters  in  difference  between 
the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washington,  January  11,  1897,  with  the  following 
amendments : 

In  Article  I,  after  "  negotiation,"  insert ;  hut  no  difference  shall  he  suhmitted 
under  this  treatp  toJUch,  in  the  judgment  of  either  potoer,  materially  affects  <tr 
lumor,  the  integrity  of  its  territory,  or  its  foreign  or  domestic  policy}  nor  sh,aU 
the  question  he  suhmitted  whether  any  treaty,  once  existing,  continue  in  forcer 
nor  shall  any  claim  against  any  State  of  the  United  States,  alleged  to  he  due  ta 
the  Oovemnient  of  Great  Britain,  or  to  any  suhject  thereof,  he  a  suhject  matter 
of  arhitration  under  this  treaty:  Provided,  TJiat  a>ny  agreement  to  suhnUt, 
together  with  its  formulations,  shall,  in  every  ca^e,  before  it  becomes  final,  be 
commAinicated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Senate  with  his  ap- 
proval, and  be  concurred  in  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present,  and  shall  also 
he  approved  by  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland. 

In  Article  III  strike  out  "  each  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  nominate 
one  arbitrator,  who  shall  be  a  jurist  of  repute,  and  the  two  arbitrators  so  nomi- 
nated shall  within  two  months  of  the  date  of  their  nomination  select  an  umplre,**^ 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  each  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  nominate  in 
each  case  suhmitted  two  arbitrators,  who  shall  he  jurists  of  repute,  and  the  tiro- 
nominated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  shaU  be  appointed  by  and  ivith 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  the  four  arbitrators  shall,  within  two- 
months  from  the  date  of  their  appointment,  select  an  umpire. 

Also  in  Article  III  strike  out  "  in  case  they  shall  fall  to  agree  upon  an  um- 
pire within  three  months  of  the  date  of  an  application  made  to  them  in  that 
behalf  by  the  high  contracting  parties  or  either  of  them,  the  umpire  shall  be 
selected  in  the  manner  provided  for  in  Article  X." 

Also  in  Article  III,  last  paragraph  thereof,  strike  out  "  person  "  and  Insert  in 
lieu  thereof  umpire. 

In  Article  V,  first  sentence  thereof,  before  "  tribunal,"  strike  out  "  the  "  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  a. 

In  Article  V,  after  "  selected  "  and  before  "  as  follows,"  Insert  for  each  such  case. 

In  Article  V,  after  "viz,"  strike  out  "two  by  each  of  the  high  contracting 
parties  and,  one  to  act  as  umpire,  by  the  four  thus  nominated  and  to  be  chosen 
within  three  months  after  the  date  of  their  nomination,"  and  insert  In  lieu 
thereof  two  by  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  two  to  he  nominated  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  one  to  act  as 
umpire,  to  be  cTiosen  by  the  four  thus  nominated,  within  three  months  after  the 
date  of  their  nomination. 

In  Article  V  strike  out  "  in  case  they  shall  fall  to  agree  upon  an  umpin» 
within  three  months  of  the  date  of  an  application  made  to  them  in  that  behalf 
by  the  high  contracting  parties  or  either  of  them,  the  umpire  shall  be  selected  in 
the  manner  provided  for  in  Article  X." 

In  Article  V,  last  paragraph  thereof,  strike  out  "  person  "  and  insert  In  lieu 
thereof  umpire. 

In  Article  VI  strike  out  "  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Article  VIII "  at  both 
places  at  which  it  occurs. 

In  Article  VI  strike  out  "  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
or  Justices  of  the  circuit  courts"  and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  jurisU  of  repute. 

In  Article  VI,  after  "  nominated  "  and  before  the  phrase  "  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,"  Insert  in  each  case. 

In  Article  VI,  after  the  phrase  "by  the  President  of  the  United  States," 
insert  and  appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 

In  Article  VII.  second  paragraph  thereof,  after  "  thereupon,"  strike  out  "  it " 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  any  one  of  the  arbitrators  appointed  by  either  of  the 
high  contracting  parties. 

Strtke  out  all  of  Article  VIII,  which  is  as  follows : 
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"  ARTICLE  VIII. 

"  In  cases  where  tlie  question  Involved  Is  one  which  concerns  a  particular 
State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  it  shall  be  open  to  the  President  of  tlie 
United  States  to  appoint  a  judicial  officer  of  such  State  or  Territory  to  be  one 
of  the  arbitrators  under  Article  III  or  Article  V  or  Article  VI. 

"  In  like  manner  in  cases  where  the  question  involved  is  one  which  concerns 
A  British  colony  or  possession,  it  shall  be  open  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  judicial  officer  of  such  colony  or  possession  to  be  one  of  the  arbitrators* 
under  Article  III  or  Article  V  or  Article  VI." 

Strike  out  all  of  Article  X,  which  is  as  follows : 

"  ARTICLE  X.  ^ 

"  If  in  any  case  the  nominating  bodies  designated  in  Articles  III  and  V  shall 
fail  to  agree  upon  an  umpire  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  said 
articles,  the  umpire  shall  be  appointed  by  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Sweden 
and  Norway. 

"  Either  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  however,  may  at  any  time  give  notice 
to  the  other  that,  by  reason  of  material  changes  in  conditions  existing  at  the 
date  of  this  treaty,  it  is  of  opinion  that  a  substitute  for  His  Majesty  should  be 
chosen  either  for  all  cases  to  arise  under  the  treaty  or  for  a  particular  specified 
case  already  arisen,  and  thereupon  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  at  once 
proceed  to  agree  upon  such  substitute  to  act  either  in  all  cases  to  arise  under 
the  treaty  or  in  the  particular  case  specified  as  may  be  indicated  by  said  notice ; 
Providedy  however,  That  such  notice  shall  have  no  effect  upon  an  arbitration 
already  begun  by  the  constitution  of  an  arbitral  tribunal  under  Article  III. 

"  The  high  contracting  parties  shall  also  at  once  proceed  to  nominate  a  sub- 
stitute for  His  Majesty  in  the  event  that  His  Majesty  shall  at  any  time  notify 
them  of  his  desire  to  be  relieved  from  the  functions  graciously  accepted  by  him 
under  this  treaty  either  for  all  cases  to  arise  thereunder  or  for  any  particular 
specified  case  already  arisen." 

After  debate. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative,  jj^^^g"  26 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Hawley, 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators 
present. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  afltenative  are, 

Messrs.  Allison,  Bacon,  Burrows,  Caffery,  Clay,  Cullom,  Davis, 
Deboe,  Fairbanks,  Faulkner,  Foraker,  Frye,  Gallinger,  Gear,  Gray, 
Hale,  Hanna,  Hawley,  Hoar,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  McJBride,  McEnery, 
McMillan,  Mitchell,  Morrill,  Nelson,  Pasco,  Perkins,  Piatt  of  Con- 
necticut, Piatt  of  New  York,  Pritchard,  Proctor,  Smith,  Spooner, 
Thurston,  Turpie,  Vest,  Walthall,  Warren,  Wellington,  Wetmore,  and 
Wilson. 

Those  who  voted  in  the  negative  are, 

Messrs.  Baker,  Bate,  Butler,  Carter,  Cockrell,  Daniel,  Hansbrough, 
Harris  of  Kansas,  Harris  of  Tennessee,  Heitfeld,  Jones  of  Arkansas, 
Jones  of  Nevada,  Kyle,  Martin^  Mason,  Mills,  Morgan,  Penrose, 
Pettigrew,  Pettus,  Quay,  Rawlins,  Boach,  Shoup,  Stewart,  and 
White. 

So,  the  resolution  not  having  been  concurred  in  by  two-thirds  of 
the  Senators  present. 

It  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to  the  ratification  of 
the  treaty  between  the  TTnited  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  arbitration  of 
matters  in  difference  between  the  two  countries,  signed  at  Washington  January 
11.  18»7. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Allison,  at  4  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  business. 
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TBEATY  WITH  QBEAT  BBITAIN,  1897. 

[Canadian  boundary,  >^.  H,  54th,  2d.] 

Tuesday,  Mat  11,  1897. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Morgan, 

Ordered,  That  the  convention  (Executive  H)  signed  at  Washington,  January 
30,  1897,  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  providing  for  the 
demarcation  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-first  meridian  of  west  longitude,, 
for  the  determination  of  the  boundary  between  their  respective  possessions  in 
North  America,  be  recommitteed  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to- 
gether with  the  resolution  of  ratification  thereof. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Frye,  at  3  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.. 
The  doors  were  opened ;  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  June  1, 1897. 

Mr.  Turpie,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
was  recommitted,  May  11  last,  the  convention  (Executive  H  of  the 
Fifty-fourth  Congress,  second  session)  signed  at  Washington,  Janu- 
ary 30, 1897,  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  providing 
for  the  demarcation  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-first  meridian  of 
west  longitude,  for  the  determination  of  the  boundary  between  their 
respective  possessions  in  North  America,  reported  the  same  with 
amendments. 

Ordered,  That  the  convention,  with  the  amendments  reported,  be  "printed,. 
In  confidence,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Monday,  February  28,  1898. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Turpie, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  convention  signed  at  Wash- 
^  ington,  January  30, 1897,  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain, providing  for  the  demarcation  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-first 
meridian  of  west  longitude  for  the  determination  of  the  boundary 
between  their  respective  possessions  in  North  America. 

The  convention  was  read  the  second  time  and  considered  as  iot 
Committee  of  the  Whole ;  and 

After  debate, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Pettus,  at  5  o'clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m.. 

The  doors  were  opened ;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

[Volume  32.] 

Wednesday,  December  6,  1899. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Davis, 
The  convention  (Executive  H  of  the  Fifty-fourth  Congress,  second 
session),  signed  at  Washington,  January  30, 1897,  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  providing  for  the  demarcation  of  the  one 
hundred  and  forty-first  meridian  of  west  longitude,  for  the  deterini- 
nation  of  the  boundary  between  their  respective  possessions  in  North 
America,  was  laid  before  the  Senate  and  read  the  first  time  in  this 
Congress. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
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HEARING  FOR  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  IRELAND  AT  PEACE 

CONFERENCE. 


LETTER 


THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  STATE,^ 

ADVISINa  THE  SENATE  THAT  THE  ATTEimON  OF  H.  CLBKBNCBAT7, 
PBESIDENT  OF  THE  PEACE  CONFEBENCE,  HAD  BEEN  INVITED  TO 
THE  FTTLIi  TEXT  OF  THE  SENATE  i^SOLIJTION  OF  JUNE  6,  1919, 
BEQTTESTINO  THE  AHEBICAN  PEACE  COMMISSION  TO  PBOCXTBE  A 
HEABINO  FOB  BEPBESENTATIVES  OF  THE  PEOPLE  OF  IBBLAND. 


JuNB  20, 1919. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Department  of  State, 
Washington,  June  SO,  1919. 
To  the  Senate: 

The  undersigned,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  absence  of 
the  President  from  the  country,  has  the  honor,  referring  to  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  Senate  of  June  6,  1919,  requesting  the  ASaerican  Peace 
Commission  at  Paris  to  endeavor  to  procure  for  Messrs.  Edward  De 
Valera  and  Arthur  Griffiths  and  Count  George  Noble  Plunkett  a 
hearing  before  the  neace  conference,  to  advise  the  Senate  that,  the 
contents  of  the  resolution  having  been  transmitted  by  cable  on  June 
6,  1919,  to  the  American  Peace  Commission,  a  telegram,  dated  June 
17,  1919,  has  been  received  from  the  American  Peace  Commission 
statmg  tnat  the  full  text  of  the  resolution  has  been  forwarded  to  M. 
Clemenceau,  president  of  the  peace  conference,  and  that  his  attention 
has  been  particularly  invited  to  the  request  of  the  Senate  that  the 
American  Peace  Commission  endeavor  to  procure  for  Messrs.  De 
Valera  and  Griffiths  and  Count  Plunkett  a  nearing  before  the  con- 
ference. 

Frank  L.  Polk, 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  June  SO,  1919. 
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LUMP-SUM  INSTEAD  OF  ANNUITY  PAYMENTS  IN  MILI- 
TARY INSURANCE. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 

IN   RESPONSE  TO 

SENATE  BESOLXJTION  88  INQUIBINQ  WHETHEB  CONTBACTS  HAVE 
BEEN  APFBOVED  FOB  THE  PAYMENT  OF  WAB  BISK  INSXJB- 
ANCE  IN  LUMP  SUMS  INSTEAD  OF  ANNUITY  PAYMENTS  IN 
GOVEBNMENT  INSUBANCE. 


June  23,  1919. — Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  D.  .C,  June  21,  1919. 

Sir  :  Allow  me  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  resolution  passed  by  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  on  the  20th  instant,  directing  that  I 
inform  the  Senate  whether  I  have  approved  a  contract  or  contracts 
for  converting  Government  insurance  held  by  men  in  the  military 
forces  of  the  United  States  under  which  beneficiaries  may  receive 
lump-sum  payments  instead  of  annuity  payments  extending  over 
periods  of  20  years. 

I  am  pleased  to  inform  you  that  I  have  not  approved  any  con- 
tract of  the  nature  referred  to.  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  War 
Risk  Insurance  considers  it  desirable  to  offer,  if  possible,  under  the 
converted  form  of  insurance  policies,  the  option  either  of  payments 
in  lump  sum  or  payments  to  be  completed  within  a  period  shorter 
than  20  years.  His  reason  for  taking  such  a  position  is  that  where 
men  carry  only  $1,000  or  $2,000  of  converted  insurance  the  amount 
of  monthly  payments  over  the  period  of  20  years  would  be  exceed- 
ingly small. 

In  order  that  the  question  of  the  authority  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment to  fix  terms  and  conditions  for  the  proposed  converted  poli- 
cies might  be  definitely  determined,  I  have  submitted  to  the  Attor- 
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ney  General  of  the  United  States,  at  the  instance  of  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance^  a  request  for  a  decision  as  to 
whether  the  bureau  has,  under  existing  law,  the  right  to  offer  in  its 
converted  policies  terms  of  payment  other  than  those  prescribed  to 
be  made  each  month  extendmg  over  a  period  of  20  years.  When  I 
consented  to  submit  this  question  for  an  opinion  by  the  Attomev 
General  I  explicitly  specified  to  the  Director  of  the  War  Risk 
Bureau  that  I  would  not  commit  myself  to  the  proposed  policy  even 
if  the  Attorney  General  should  hold  that  the  bureau  had  the  sug- 
gested authority,  and  that  I  should  desire,  before  making  up  my 
mind  on  the  subject,  to  give  it  careful  investigation  and  considera- 
tion. 

My  attention  was  called  to  a  notice  in  a  Washington  paper  in 
which  the  statement  was  made  that  I  had  approved  such  a  change 
in  the  method  of  payment  of  converted  policies  as  is  suggested  in  ^e 
Senate  resolution.  I  immediately  had  investigation  instituted  and 
have  foimd  that  no  authority  for  this  statement  came  from  either 
the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  or  from  any  official  of  the'Treas- 
ury  Department. 

1  may  state  also  that  as  yet  the  Attorney  General  has  not  ren- 
dered an  opinion  as  to  the  authority,  under  existing  law,  to  make 
payments  of  converted  policies  in  any  manner  other  than  the  pre- 
scribed monthlv  payments  extending  over  a  period  of  20  years. 
Respectnilly,  yours, 

Carter  Glass,  Secretary. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
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BATTLE  DEATHS 
IN  THE  GREAT  WAR 


ESTIMATE  OF  THE  NUMBER  OF  MEN 

OF  THE  PRINCIPAL  NATIONS  ENGAGED 

IN  THE  GREAT  WAR  WHO  WERE 

KILLED  IN  BATTLE  OR 

DIED  OF  WOUNDS 


PRESENTED  BY  MR.  McCUMBER 
June  23,  1919.— Ordered  to  be  printed 


WASHINGTON 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

1919 
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Battle  deaths  during  the  moot,  principal  nations  engaged, 

(Estimate  of  aO  troops  killed  in  battle  and  died  of  wounds,  based  on  official  statements  where  made  and 
in  other  cases  on  the  best  information  available.] 

Belgium 102,000 

Roumania 100,000 

Bulgaria 100,000 

United  States 49,000 

Greece 7,000 

Portugal 2,000 


Russia 1,700,000 

Gennany ! 1,600,000 

France 1,386,300 

Great  Britain 900, 000 

Austria 800,000 

Italy 462,000 

Turkey 250,000 

Serbia  and  Montenegro 125, 000 


total 7,582,300 


War  ships  destroyed  during  the  war  J 


Enemy  action. 

Marine  risk.* 

Total. 

Comitry. 

Number 
of  ships. 

Displace- 
ment. 

Number 
of  ships. 

Displace- 
ment. 

Number 
of  ships. 

Displace- 
ment. 

England 

169 
46 
25 
6 
17 
6 
1 

702,481 
180,832 
66,580 
60,910 
29,285 
38,360 
350 

80 
13 
21 

3 
14 

4 

151,030 
4,243 

62,275 
4,455 

60,316 
2,950 

249 
59 
46 
9 
81 
9 
1 

853,511 

France 

185,075 

Riwrfft 

128,855 

Japan 

65,365 
89,601 
41,310 

It^ 

United  States 

Qreeoe 

350 

Total,  allies '          289 

1,078,798 

135 

285,269 

404 

1,364,007 

Germany  • 

128 

382,905 
56,071 
33,103 

9 
4 
13 

12,972 

1,100 

31,907 

137 

42 

♦         37 

395.877 

Austria. 

38 
24 

67,171 
65,010 

Turkey 

Total,  enemy 

190 

472,079 

26 

45.979 

216 

618,058 

Grand  total 

459 

1,650,877 

161 

331,248 

620 

1,882,125 

1  Informatian  secured  from  the  Navy.  Displacement  figures  are  partially  estimated,  since  data  were  not 
available.  Data  are  not  yet  available  in  summarized  form  for  a  complete  statement,  particularly  of  enemy 
losses. 

*  Includes  losses,  cause  of  which  is  unknown,  probably  enemy  action. 

s  Does  not  include  losses  of  submarines. 

Estimated  gross  tonnage  of  seagoing  merchant  vessels  lost  Aug.  1,  1914  to  Nov.  11  ^  1918. 


Countries. 

Enemy 
action. 

Bfarine 
risk. 

Total. 

AlUes  and  neutrals: 

United  States 

304,658 

7.756,659 

1,177,001 

846,333 

888,783 

240,860 

200,829 

346,516 

182.933 

203,190 

167,865 

93,136 

83,819 

120,176 

25,464 

4,275 

6,027 

1,419 

3,973 

768 

•      430,759 
1.143.000 

710,285 

825,417 

Orflat  BritAiTi... ,        

8,899,660 

Norway 

Italy 

France 

D<>nmark 

Sweden 

Greece 

Russia 

Holland 

Spain . .  - , 

I^ortugal 

6,302,642 

TlAlgiyim                                  ,                                                         .        ,        ,    . 

• 

Japan 

^r^9i^      .. 

Argentine 

Uruguay 

Peru 

Rotiniania-. . 

Persia 

Total,  allies 

12.743,674 

2,284.044 

15,027.718 

F.Demy  countries: 

Germany 

187,340 
15,166 

86,265 
20,433 

273  805 

Austria 

35.599 

Total,  enemy 

202.506 

106.698 

309,204 

Grand  total *. 

12,946,180 

^  2,390,742" 

15,336,922 

To  find  deadweight  tonnage  multiply  theee  figures  by  1). 
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COST  OF   WAB  TO  DIFFEBENT   NATIONS. 

Present  information  in  regard  to  expenditures  of  the  various 
nations  is  not  consistent,  But  the  following  figures  may  be  taken  as 
giving  the  limits  within  which  correct  figures  will  fall.  The  first 
column  gives  the  total  cost  of  conducting  the  war  up  to  April  30. 1919, 
excluding  the  normal  expenses  of  the  Grovernment  and  amounts  loaned 
to  Allies.  The  second  column  gives  an  approximate  figure  for  amount 
raised  by  taxation  beyond  normal,  where  available.  The  third  col- 
umn gives  increase  of  debt  during  the  war.  The  fourth  column  gives 
the  total  of  loans  to  Allies.  All  figures  are  in  billions  of  dolla^,  as 
of  April  30. 


Total  war 
cost. 

Taxes. 

Increase  in 
debt  dur- 
ing war. 

Loans  to 
aUies. 

Great  Bnt4iin  Mi*i  noloniw / 

36^0 
34>28 
22 
l»-20 
12-14 

5-7 

1 

37-39 

20-23 

2-3 

7-9 
3-4 

7 

35-38 

23-25 

24 

7 

France 

2 

United  States 

9 

Russia 

Italy 

1.&-2 

10-12 

Belginm 

Roumania 

Portugal 

Jugoslavia 

Japan  and  Greece 

Gerniany. .  r  - , ,  - 

38-40 

Sh3 

Austiia-Uungary 

Turkey  and  Bulgaria 

TotaL 

180-195 

AMOUNT    OF    DAMAGES    TO    PBOPEBTT    OP    CIVILIANS    DESTROYED    OB 

CAPTUBED. 

Fig^ires  for  the  nonmilitary  property  damage  are  now  bein^ 
compiled  and  those  available  are  subject  to  revision.  It  is  believed 
that  the  following  are  substantially  correct.  Figures  for  countries 
other  than  the  four  mentioned  are  somewhat  uncertain,  and  with  the 
possible  exception  of  Poland,  considerably  smaller. 

France $10, 000, 000, 000 

British  Empire  (mostly  shipping) 4, 580, 000, 000 

Belgium 4, 740, 000, 000 

Italy 2,710,000,000 
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JEWISH    PERSECUTIONS    IN    POLAND,  ROUMANIA  AND 

GALICIA. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 

IN  BE8PONSB  TO  8BNATB  BBSOLUTION  NO.  40,  DATED  MAY  26, 
1019,  STATINO  THE  ACTION  TAEXN  BY  THE  STATE  DEPABTKENT 
BBFOBE  AND  IN  PXTB8UANCE  OF  THE  BBSOLUTION  IN  THE 
XATTBB  OF  BEPOBTED  PBBSBCXTTIONS  OF  JEWS  IN  POLAND, 
BOT7XANIA,  Ain>  GALICIA. 


JUNB  23  (calendar  day,  June  27),  1919.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


To  {he  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  response  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  bearing  date  May  26, 
1919,  and  reading  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  is  reported  that  innocent  men,  women,  and  children,  particularly  of  the 
Jewish  faith,  are  being  outraged  and  massacred  in  Poland,  Roumania,  and  Galicia: 
Therefore  be  it 

Raolvedy  That  the  Department  of  State  be,  and  hereby  is,  directed  to  communicate 
such  reports  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  request  that  he  confer  with  the 
representatives  at  the  peace  conference  of  the  countries  where  such  outrages  and 
massacres  are  reported  to  occur,  and  inform  them  that  this  body  and  the  American 
people  generall]^  deeply  deplore  acts  of  violence  and  cruelty  committed  against  men, 
women,  and  children  because  of  race  or  religion, 

the  undersigned,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  absence  of  the 
President  and  Secretary  of  State  from  the  country  has  the  honor  to 
make  the  following  statement:  Prior  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution 
of  the  Senate  on  April  25  last,  the  department  had  instructed  the 
American  minister  to  Poland,  who  was  tnen  in  Paris,  to  make  investi- 

? Ration  on  his  arrival  in  Poland  of  the  truth  of  a  report  that  on  April  5 
ast,  certain  Jews  were  massacred  by  the  Poles  at  Pinsk  while  the 
passover  bread  was  being  distributed. 

Subsequently  thereto  and  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution 
other  instructions  were  sent  by  telegraph  to  Mr.  (Sbson,  the  American 
minister  at  Warsaw,  to  make  investigation  r^arding  other  reports 
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that  had  been  received  of  massacres  of  Jews  in  Poland,  and  subse- 
quently to  .the  passage  of  the  resolution  further  tel^raphic  instruc- 
tions have  been  sent. 

The  minister  was  instructed  to  associate  with  himself  two  conmiis- 
sioners  in  the  investigation  of  the  charges  which  had  been  made  and 
of  the  reports  which  had  been  received. 

The  department  sugjgested  the  appointment  by  the  minister,  as 
members  of  his  commission,  of  Dr.  Boris  Bogen,  in  charge  of  the 
Polish  work  of  the  Jewish  Joint  Distribution  ODnmiittee,  and  Lieut. 
Col.  Walter  C.  Bailejr,  director  for  Poland  of  the  American  Red  Cross, 
and  they  were  appomted  and  acted  with  him. 

The  Department  of  State  has  also,  in  pursuance  of  the  directing 
terms  of  the  resolution,  conmiunicated  it  to  the  President  and  has 
been  instructed  by  him  to  inform  the  Senate  what  steps  are  being 
taken  to  have  the  reports  investigated.  The  President  has  further 
given  some  thought  to  the  advisability  of  sending  another  commis- 
sion to  Poland,  wiich  matter  will  probably  be  definitely  decided  after 
Mr.  Gibson  has  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  subject  at  Paris. 

Both  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution  and  subsequently  thereto 
the  American  minister  at  Bucharest  was  instructed  bv  the  depart- 
ment to  investigate  carefully  the  Jewish  situation  in  Koumania  and 
to  report  promptly. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Fbank  L.  Polk. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  June  26 j  1919, 
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INFORMATION  CONCERNING  WILLIAM  T.  ELLIS,  CORRE- 
SPONDENT. 


LETTER 

FROM 

THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  STATE, 

GIVINQ 

INFOBMATION  BEQTJESTBD  BY  SENATE  BESOLTPTION  NO.  82  OF 
JTTNE  17,  1919,  CONCEBNINO  THE  ALLEGED  BESTBAINT  OP 
WILLIAM  T.  ELLIS,  COBBESPONDENT  OF  THE  NEW  YOBK 
HEBALD,  BY  THE   BBITISH  ATTTHOBITIES  IN  EGYPT. 


June  23  (calendar  day,  June  27),  1919. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


To  the  Senate: 

The  undersigned,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  absence  of 
the  President  from  the  country,  has  the  honor  to  make  the  following 
statement  in  response  to  Senate  resolution  82,  of  June  17,  1919, 
requesting  information  concerning  William  T.  Ellis,  American  corre- 
spondent of  the  New  York  Herald,  while  in  Egypt. 

The  case  of  Mr.  William  T.  Ellis  was  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Department  of  State  by  a  communication  from  the  Office  of  the 
Director  of  Military  Intelligence,  giving  the  following  information: 

1.  On  April  6,  1919,  our  military  attach^  at  Cairo,  Egypt,  advised  us  that  William 
T.  Ellis  and  His  son,  representing  the  New  York  Herald,  had  arrived  recently  in  Cairo, 
both  wearing  the  regulation  American  uniform  complete  with  regulation  buttons, 
letters  U.  S.  on  the  collar,  cap  device,  and  Sam  Browne  belts.  He  stated  that  he 
asked  if  it  was  proper  that  correspondents  wear  this  uniform,  and  stated  further  that 
if  it  is  proper  for  them  to  wear  that  uniform  he  considers  it  extremely  unfortimate 
that  they  have  appeared  in  Cairo  just  now  as,  whenever  nationalist  disturbances  are 
occurring,  the  Elhses  are  making  themselves  most  conspicuous,  and  that  the  idea  is 
furthered  in  the  minds  of  the  Egyptians  that  the  Unitea  States  is  interested  in  their 
movement  for  independence,  due  to  the  fact  that  Ellis  favors  them  to  a  certain  degree 
and,  in  uniform,  receives  some  of  their  leaders.  The  military  attach^  states  that 
the  American  diplomatic  agent  is  thoroughly  in  accord  with  his  ideas,  as  the  military 
attach^  has  taken  the  matter  up  with  him. 
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2.  Replying  to  this  cable  from  the  military  attach^  he  was  instructed  as  follows: 
"Re  your  168,  April  6,  Special  R^^ulation  102,  September  10,  1918,  'every  corres- 
pondent shall  provide  himself  with  olive-drab  garb  for  the  field  period.  He  shall 
wear  no  accouterments  not  of  a  neutral  tint.  He  shall  be  supplied  with  a  white  arm 
band  2*  inches  in  width,  bearing  the  letter  C  in  red  to  be  worn  in  the  left  arm.'  No 
record  Washington  that  William  T.  Ellis  and  son  accredited  correspondents.  Advise 
them  discontinue  use  uniform  at  once,  and  if  they  do  not  comply  ask  British  author- 
ities for  appropriate  action." 

3.  This  office  also  informed  the  Chief  Military  Intelligence  with  the  American 
Expeditionary  Forces  in  France  of  the  facts  set  forth  in  paragraphs  1  and  2  above. 
Upon  April  21,  the  military  attach^,  Cairo,  cabled  us  as  foIloWB: 

[No.  181.] 

"April  21. 
"  Ellis  (see  my  cable  No.  168)  on  the  night  of  April  18  attended  a  meeting  of  the  na- 
tionalists at  the  center  of  all  the  present  sedition^  El  Azhar  University,  where  he 
received  a  great  ovation  after  addresong  the  meeting.    The  nationalists  regard  hia 

?reeence  as  a  sign  of  sympathy  for  their  movement  on  the  part  of  the  United  States, 
he  above  has  been  transmitted  to  Warburton. 

"Brewstbb." 

Upon  April  27, 1919,  he  cabled  us  as  follows: 

[No.  18«.l 

"April  27—8  p.  m. 
"Ellis's  actions  in  Cairo  have  become  so  objectionable  that  on  April  22  the  high 
commissioner  was  obliged  to  write  a  letter  of  complaint  to  the  diplomatic  agent.  ■ 
"  I  have  had  Ellis  and  his  son  remove  all  insignia  from  their  uniforms. 
"  For  your  information,  Ellis  is  sending  to-day  a  very  objectionable  cable  direct  to 
the  Secretary  of  War,  requesting  permission  to  wear  all  insignia  again  and  objecting 
to  my  action." 

In  view  of  this  information,  on  May  6,  1919,  the  Department  of 
State  telegraphed  to  the  American  agency  at  Cairo  the  following 
instruction: 

Do  not  amend  passports  William  T.  Ellis  and  son  without  department's  express 
authorization.  Obtain  passports  and  strike  out  India.  Also  strike  out  Turkey  if  it 
isinduded. 

By  telegram  of  May  17  the  agency  at  Cairo  reported  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  that  m  compliance  with  the  above  instruction^  the 
f>assports  of  Mr.  Ellis  and  his  son  had  been  changed  so  as  to  elimmate 
ndia,  and  by  dispatch  of  May  19  the  Department  of  State  was  in- 
formed that  Mr.  Ellis  desired  that  it  revoke  its  decision  in  the  matter 
of  visaing  his  passport  for  Turkey. 

By  telegram  of  May  24,  from  the  American  agency  at  Cairo  the 
Department  of  State  was  advised  that  the  military  authorities  of 
the  British  intelligence  department  at  Cairo  had  that  day  infom^ed 
the  American  agency  that  "Mr.  W.  T.  Ellis  submitted  to  the  censor 
a  series  of  articles  which  contained  a  considerable  amoimt  of  censur- 
able matter  but  which  were  allowed  to  be  transmitted  uncensored. 
'Mr,  Ellis  transmitted,  by  registered  post  at  Suez,  duplicates  of  these 
articles.  The  envelope  containing  these  duplicates  was  indorsed 
in  Mr.  Ellis's  handwriting:  'From  C.  P.  Russell,  Assioot,  Egypt.' 
That  apparently  Mr.  EUis.  knowing  the  original  articles  submitted 
to  the  censor  were  censuraole,  attempted  to  evade  the  censorship  by 
mailing  duplicates  from  Suez  in  disguised  envelope.  No  action 
against  Mr.  JEllis  for  this  breach  of  faith  is  contemplated,  but  I  think 
that  the  American  authorities  should  be  informed  of  this  action." 

On  May  29,  the  Department  of  State  instructed  the  American 
agency  at  Cairo,  by  telegraph,  not  to  amend  Ellis's  passports  for 
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British  colonies,  unless  British  authorities  consented  to  his  going 
there. 

On  June  5,  the  American  agency  at  Cairo  reported  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  that  the  military  authorities  now  state  that  they  nave 
no  objection  to  Mr.  WilUam  T.  Ellis  proceeding  to  Palestine,  Syria, 
or  Constantinople,  but  they  were  not  willing  to  permit  him  to  visit 
Mesopotamia  or  India. 

By  telegram  from  the  agency  at  Cairo,  dated  Jime  10,  1919.  the 
Department  of  State  was  advised  that  Mr.  Ellis  and  his  son  had  left 
the  day  previous  for  Constantinople. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Frank  L,  Polk, 

Department  of  State, 

WasMnffton,  June  25 y  1919. 
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66th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  f  Dcx?.    46, 

l8t  Session.    )  \    Part  2. 


INFORMATION  CONCERNING  WILLIAM  T.  ELLIS, 
CORRESPONDENT. 


MESSAGE 

FBOM  THS 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  ONITED  STATES, 

TBAN8M1TTINU, 

IN  BE8PONSB  TO  SENATE  BESOLUTION  OF  JUNE  17,  1919,  SITPPLE- 
ICBNTABY  INFOBMATION  BEGABDING  THE  DETENTION  OF  MB. 
WHJJAH  T.  ELLIS,  AKEBICAN  COBBESPONDENT  AT  CAIBO, 
EGYPT. 


December  16  (calendar  day,  December  19),  1919.— Read,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


To  the  Seriate: 

In  further  response  to  Senate  resolution  82,  adopted  by  the  Senate 
on  June  17,  1919,  requesting  the  Secretary  of  State  to  furnish  infor- 
mation regarding  the  detention  of  Mr.  William  T.  Ellis,  American 
corresponoent  of  the  New  York  Herald,  at  Cairo,  Egypt,  I  transmit 
.herewith  a  supplementary  statement  containing  information  on  the 
subject  requested  in  the  resolution. 

^  WooDRow  Wilson. 

The  White  House,  18  December,  1919. 


REPORT  TO  THE  PRESIDENT  ON  THE  DETENTION  OP  WILLIAM  T.   ELLIS  AT 

CAIRO,   EGYPT. 

With  reference  to  Senate  resolution  82,  of  Jime  17,  1919,  requesting 
mformation  concerning  Mr.  William  T.  Ellis,  American  correspondent 
of  the  New  York  Herald,  while  in  Egypt,  and  the  reply  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  dated  June  25,  1919,  the  undersigned,  Secretary  of 
State,  has  the  honor  to  make  the  following  supplementary  statement. 

An  exhaustive  examination  of  the  facts  of  this  case  shows  that 
Mr.  EJUis  was  not  detained  in  Cairo  and  was  always  at  liberty  to  depart 
for  any  valid  destination  other  than  the  Ottoman  Empire,  Mesopo- 
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tamia,  or  India.  As  the  Senate  already  has  been  informed,  the 
Department  of  State  instructed  the  American  Agency  at  Cairo  not  to 
amend  the  passports  of  William  T.  Ellis  and  son  without  the  egress 
authorization  of  the  department,  and  to  cancel  their  validity  in  India 
and  Turkey,  if  included.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  American 
consular  officers  in  Cairo  acted  otherwise  than  to  carry  out  the 
instructions  issued  by  the  department.  Mr.  Ellis  and  hia  son  had 
already  left  Cairo  when  the  department's  instructions  were  received 
and  tms  necessitated  his  returfi  to  the  city  in  order  that  the  corrections 
could  be  made  on  the  passports. 

The  action  of  the  department  was  founded  upon  the  reports  relating 
to  the  alleged  activities  of  Mr.  Ellis  in  Cairo,  wnich  werequoted  in  the 
response  of  the  department  to  the  Senate's  inquiry.  The  American 
diplomatic  agent  at  Cairo  telegraphed  the  department  on  April  29, 
1919,  that  Mr.  Ellis  denied  categorically  that  he  made  a  speech  at  the 
meeting  at  El  Azhar,  referred  to  in  the  message  of  the  military  attache 
dated  April  21, 1919.  It  is  regretted  that  this  denial  was  not  included 
in  the  department's  previous  communication  to  the  Senate.  Re- 
cently the  department  has  been  told  by  an  American  who  accom- 
panied Mr.  Ellis  that  they  attended  the  meeting  under  a  solemn 
{>romise  that  no  demonstration  would  be  made,  but  that  attention  was 
ocused  on  them  and  the  speaker  cleverly  endeavored  to  obtain  some 
sign  of  approval  from  Mr.  Ellis.  The  department  is  told  that  Mr. 
EUis  confined  any  remarks  he  may  have  made  to  showing  his  dis- 
approval of  the  attention  being  drawn  to  him. 

As  regards  the  issue  with  the  military  attach^  concerning  certain 
clearly  military  concerns,  such  as  the  use  of  the  Regular  Army 
uniform  and  credentials  from  the  War  Department,  the  Department 
of  State  has  received  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  Octo- 
ber 10,  1919,  from  which  the  following  statement  is  taken: 

Mr.  Ellis  has  called  on  me  and  submitted  to  me  a  copy  of  the  letter  given  him  by 
Lieut.  Conger  Reynolds,  press  officer  at  Paris,  on  the  11th  day  of  January,  1919,  upon 
the  basis  of  which  Mr.  Ellis  believed  himself  authorized  to  wear  in  Egypt  the  uniform 
prescribed  for  authorized  correspondents  of  the  newspapers  attached  to  the  American 
Expeditionary  Forces  in  France  and  moving  within  the  zone  of  its  operations. 

The  letter  ^ven  Mr.  Ellis  by  Lieut.  Reynolds  recites  the  fact  that  Mr.  Ellis  has 
frequently  enjoyed  the  privileges  accorded  by  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces 
to  correspondents,  and  has  shown  himself  fully  worthy  of  complete  confidence.  It  is 
addressed  "To  whom  it  may  concern."  It  seems  quite  clear  from  the  reading  of  this- 
Jetter  that  Mr.  Ellis  assumed  it  to  be  credentials  to  himself  as  an  accredit^  corre- 
spondent outside  of  the  zone  of  operations  of  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces, 
and  as  the  wearing  of  the  uniform  by  such  correspondents  was  a  more  or  less  general 
practice  he  inferred  that  lie  had  the  right  to  wear  the  uniform  he  did  wear.  Those 
charged  with  responsibility  for  the  press  bureau  and  the  military  intelligence  work  of 
the  American  Expeditionary  Forces  did  not  intend  the  letter  to  have  the  effect  sug- 
gested, and  do  not  now  construe  the  le.tter  as  authorizing  the  wearing  of  the  uniform. 

Apparently  the  major  part  of  the  trouble  caused  Mr.  Ellis  in  E^rpt  arose  out  of 
this  circumstance,  which  seems  to  be  a  misunderstanding,  and  not  to  call  for  criticiBm 
either  of  Mr.  Ellis  or  those  who  took  an  opposite  view  of  the  situation. 

It  appears  that  the  War  Department  does  not  regard  Mr.  Ellis  as 
willfully  having  violated  any  regulation  or  propriety  of  a  military 
character,  and  reerets  that  his  misimderstanding  of  the  letter  given 
him  led  to  the  emoarrassment  which  attended  his  stay  in  T^ypt, 

I  am  please^l  to  bring  the  above  denial  of  Mr.  Ellis  concerning  his 
activities  in  Cairo  and  the  expressions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
your  attention  in  order  to  clear  up  any  misunderstanding  which  may 
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exist  to  the  end  that  no  injustice  may  be  done  Mr.  Ellis.    A  copy 
of  my  letter  to  Mr.  Ellis  of  to-day's  date  is  inclosed  for  your  informa- 
tion. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

EoBEBT  Lansing. 
Depabtment  of  State, 

Washington,  December  16,  1919. 


Decembeb  16,  1919. 

Sib:  The  grievances  set  forth  in  your  letter  of  August  22,  1919, 
have  received  careful  consideration,  with  a  desire  to  ?lear  up  any 
misxmderstanding  which  may  exist,  to  the  end  that  no  injustice  may 
be  done  you. 

The  purpose  of  your  visit  to  Cairo  and  the  reasons  which  compelled 
you  to  remain  are  fully  appreciated,  and  it  is  not  considered  that  it 
was  your  intention  to  embarrass  the  Grovemmcnt.  Yoxir  action, 
howevet,  in  attending  the  meeting  at  El  Azhar  would  seem  to  have 
been  ill-advised,  especially  as  you  wore  a  uniform  which  imparted  a 
touch  of  authority  and  gave  you  a  representative  character  in  the 
eyes  of  the  natives. 

As  regards  the  speech  which  you  are  alleged  to  have  made  at  El 
Azhar  University,  it  is  regretted  that  yoxir  denial,  which  was  cabled 
by  the  American  diplomatic  a^ent  at  Cairo  on  April  29,  1919,  was  not 
included  in  the  response  of  the  department  to  the  inquiry  from  the 
Senate.  This  error  has  been  rectified  in  a  report  to  the  President  of 
to-day's  date  with  the  further  information  that  an  American  who 
accompanied  you  at  this  meeting  assures  the  department  that  any 
remarks  which  you  addressed  to  a  restricted  circle  of  listeners  were 
confined  to  showing  your  disapproval  6f  the  attention  being  drawn 
to  you  by  the  speaker. 

There  has  also  been  transmitted  to  the  President  a  statement  from 
the  Secretarv  of  War  with  reference  to  certain  purely  military  con- 
cohcems,  wnich  it  is  hoped  will  correct  anv  impression  that  you 
willfully  violated  the  military  reflations.  It  is  imfortunate  that 
the  animosity  which  apparently  existed  between  you  and  the  military 
attach^  caused  you  to  use  such  language  as  you  have  used  in  referring 
to  American  officials  in  Cairo. 

As  you  are  well  aware,  you  were  not  detained  in  Cairo  as  you  were 
at  liberty  to  depart  for  any  destination  for  which  your  passport  was 
valid,  tlnfortunatelv  you  had  left  Cairo  when  the  instructions,  to 
cancel  the  validity  oi  your  passport  for  India  and  Turkey  and  which 
necessitated  your  return,  were  received  at  the  agency.  It  appears 
that  you  remained  in  Cairo  volimtarily  until  your  passports  were 
again  amended  to  enable  you  to  travel  in  Palestine,  Syria,  and  Con- 
stantinople. 

It  scarcely  seems  necessary  to  discuss  the  question  of  voxir  attempt 
to  evade  the  censorship  inasmuch  as  you  wrote  an  article  in  the  New 
York  Herald  in  Which  you  stated  that  you  had  evaded  the  censor  and 
felt  that  you  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so. 

It  would  also  seem  that  the  agency  granted  you  all  reasonable 
facilities  for  the  transmission  of  messages  and  only  refused  to  accede 
to  your  requests  when  telegrams  contained  injudicious  references  to 
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officials  of  the  Government  and  matters  of  policy.  The  agency  not 
only  reported  promptly  its  refusal  to  comply  with  jour  request  but 
in  fact  transmitted  your  protest  of  May  23,  1919,  against  the  decision 
adopted  by  the  agency^  In  the  circumstances  the  department 
considers  that  there  is  no  ground  for  complaint. 

YoH  must  realize  that  the  department  does  not  desire  at  any  time 
either  to  cause  Americans  inconvenience  or  that  its  representatives 
abroad  should  interfere  with  any  rights  which  they  might  enjoy,  and 
furtiier  that  the  issuance  to  Americans  of  passports  valid  for  certain 
coimtries  Ues  within  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  his 
discretion.  It  seemed  best  to  limit  the  validity  of  your  passport  to 
certain  countries  and  the  fact  that  you  were  caused  certain  incon- 
venience in  having  the  amendments  made  upon  youi*  passport  is  a 
matter  of  regret  to  the  department. 

I  am,  sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

RoBEET  Lansing. 

Mr.  William  T.  Ellis, 

Swarthmore,  Pa. 
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REPORT  OF  THE  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  COMMISSION. 


DEPARTMBNT  OF  AGRIGUIiTURE. 


Sfdce  allotted, — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  to  be  effective  when  the  space  is  available 
and  is  occupied  by  your  department : 

(a)  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings,  except  224  Twelfth 
Street;  215  Twelfth  Street;  217  Twelfth  Street;  Bank  of  Commerce 
Building,  Seventh  and  E  Streets:  Legal  Building,  Eighth  and  G 
Streets;  1120  Virginia  Avenue  SW.;  224  Fourteenth  Street. 

(^)  Council  of  National  Defense  Building,  as  shown  on  plan  of 
building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission  and  approximately 
described  as  follows:  First  floor,  wings  Nos.  2  and  4,  with  portion 
of  head  house;  second  floor,  wings  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3,  with  portion  of 
head  house. 

Vacate, — ^The  Department  of  Agriculture  will  vacate  the  buildings 
listed  in  (a)  above  immediately  after  the  space  in  (&)  becomes 
vacant 

THB    AlilBN    PKOPEBTT    CU8TCM)IAN. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Alien 
Property  Custodian,  to  be  effective  when  the  space  is  available  and 
is  occupied  by  your  department:  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by 
the  Alien  Property  Custodian  in  rented  and  Government-owned 
buildings,  except  1728  N  Street,  which  should  be  vacated  immedi- 
ately. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  CX)MMERCE. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  fpllowing  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce,  to  be  effective  when  tne  space  is  available 
and  is  occupied  by  your  department: 

(a)  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Department  of  Commerce 
in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings  except  in  the  Coimcil  of 
National  Defense  Building.  In  the  latter  building  there  is  hereby 
allotted  the  space  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office 
of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows :  Second 
floor,  wing  No.  4,  and  portion  of  head  house. 

(&)  In  Duilding  D  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  wings  1,  2,  3,  7,  and  8 ;  second  floor,  wings  6  and  7,  and 

Eortion  of  head  nouse;  third  floor,  wings  5,  6,  7,  and  8,  and  portion  of 
ead  house.    This  space  will  be  given  up  by  the  War  Department  as 
demanded  and  needed  for  occupancy  by  Commerce  Department. 

Vacate. — ^The  Department  or  Commerce  will  at  once  vacate  all 
space  which  is  now  occupied  and  not  allotted  above. 
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THE  COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  INFORMATION. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Information :  The  space  in  Fuel  Building  No.  3  as 
shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission  and 
approximately  described  as  follows :  Second  floor,  wing  10,  and  por- 
tion of  head  house. 

Vacate. — ^The  Committee  on  Public  Information  will  vacate  the 
space  now  occupied  in  8  Jackson  Place,  immediately  after  the  space 
allotted  above  is  vacated  by  the  Fuel  Administration. 

THE  COUNCIL  OF  NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 

Space  allotted, — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Coun- 
cil of  National  Defense :  In  the  Council  of  National  Defense  Building 
as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission 
and  approximately  described  as  follows :  First  floor,  wing  6,  and  por- 
tion of  head  house ;  wing  3 ;  second  floor,  wing  6  and  portion  of  head 
house. 

Vacate. — ^The  Council  of  National  Defense  will  immediately  vacate 
all  space  now  occupied  which  is  not  allotted  above. 

THE   FOOD   ADMINISTRATION, 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Food 
Administration:  In  the  Food  Administration  Building,  No.  1,  as 
shown  on  plan  of  building  %n  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission,  and 
approximately  described  as  follows :  First  floor,  wings  4,  5,  6,  7,  and 
portion  of  head  house ;  second  floor,  portion  of  head  house,  and  cer- 
tain other  rooms. 

Vacate. — ^The  Food  Administration  will  immediately  vacate  all 
space  now  occupied  which  is  not  allotted  above. 

THE  FUEL  ADMINISTRATION. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Fuel 
Administration:  In  the  Fuel  Building,  No.  3,  as  shown  on  plan  of 
buildings  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission,  and  approximately 
described  as  follows :  First  floor,  winffs  1,  2,  3,  and  portion  of  head 
house ;  second  floor,  wings  8  and  9,  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Vacate. — ^The  Fuel  Administration  will  immediately  vacate  all 
space  now  occupied  which  is  not  allotted  above. 

THE  FEDERAL  TRADE   COMMISSION. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission:  In  Fuel  Building,  No.  3,' as  shown  on 
plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission,  and  approxi- 
mately described  as  follows :  First  floor,  half  of  wing  4 ;  all  of  wings 
5,  6,  and  7,  and  portion  of  head  house ;  second  floor,  wings  11,  12,  13, 
and  14,  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Vacate. — The  Federal  Trade  Commission  will  vacate  all  space  now 
occupied  which  is  not  allotted  above.  It  is  understood  that  the  space 
allotted  above  is  the  only  space  now  occupied  by  the  commission. 
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FEDERAL  BOARD  FOR  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION. 

Sp(we  allotted, — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Fed- 
eral Board  for  Vocational  Education :  Senate  Annex,  Baltic  Build- 
ing, Bliss  Building. 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Gov- 
ernment Printing  Office:  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Gov- 
ernment Printing  Office  in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  In- 
terior Department : 

New  Interior  Building,  all  except  85,000  square  feet  o^  net>  con- 
tiguous office  space  to  be  selected  by  the  Secretary  of  Interior  and 
turned  over  to  the  Treasury  Department  immediately. 

Pension  Building,  entire.  , 

Old  Land  Office  Building,  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in 
the  office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  west  half. 

Piatent  Office,  entire. 

Civil  Service  Building,  1724  F  Street,  entire. 

Century  Building,  space  now  occupi^  therein. 

Emenr  Building,  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Old  Central  High  School,  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Vacale. — ^The  Interior  Department  will  immediately  vacate  all 
space  now  occupied  which  is  not  allotted  to  the  department  above. 

THE  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION.  / 

Spa^e  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  rented  and  Government-owned 
buildings. 

THE  INTERNATIONAL  JOINT  COMMISSION. 

Space  allotted, — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  In- 
ternational Joint  Commission :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the 
International  Joint  Commission  in  rented  and  Government-owned 
buildings. 

THE  INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  COMMISSION. 

Space  allotted, — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  In- 
ternational Boundary  Commission :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by 
the  International  Boundary  Commission  m  rented  and  Government- 
owned  buildings. 

THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE. 

Spaxie  allotted, — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings. 
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DEPABTMENT  OF  LABOR, 

Space  aUotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  De- 
partment of  Labor :  Food  Building,  No.  2,  entire,  except  one  room  at 
main  entrance,  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  m  the  office  of 
the  commission,  and  the  Labor  Building,  1712  G  Street,  entire  build- 
ing. 

vacate. — The  Department  of  Labor  will  vacate  immediately  all 
space  now  occupied  which  is  not  allotted  above. 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Navy 
Department :  New  Navy  Building,  Seventeenth  and  B  Streets  NW., 
all  except  6,000  feet  of  contiguous  office  space  to  be  selected  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  turned  over  to  the  Treasury  Department 
for  use  of  the  Public  Health  Service ;  State,  War,  and  Navy  Build- 
ing, space  now  occupied  therein,  except  the  Navy  library  room. 

Vacate:  The  Navy  Department  will  vacate  immediatelv  all  space 
now  occupied  (including  the  entire  Corcoran  Courts)  which  is  not 
allotted  to  the  department  above. 

PANAMA  CANAL  OFFICE. 

Spa/)e  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Panama  Canal  Office :  All  g)ace  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Panama 
Canal  Office  in  rented  and  (j9vemment-owned  buildings. 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  Post 
•Office  Department:  All  space  now  occupied  by  the  department  in 
Government-owned  buildings. 

RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Eailroad  Administration:  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the 
United  States  Railroad  Administration  in  rented  and  Government- 
owned  buildings. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  State 
Department :  State,  War,  and  Navy  Building,  all  space  now  occupied 
therein,  plus  space  occupied  by  Navy  Library ;  Sanaa  Court,  all  space 
now  occupied  therein. 

SHIPPING  BOARD  AND  EMERGENCY  FLEET  CORPORATION, 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Shipping  Board  and  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation:  In  C  building, 
as  snown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission 
and  approximately  described  as  follows :  First  floor,  front  of  wing 
3,  all  of  wings  4  and  5,  and  portion  of  head  house;  second  floor,  rear 
of  wing  2,  all  of  wings  3,  4,  6,  6,  and  portion  of  head  house;  third 
floor,  all  of  wings  3, 5,  and  6,  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Vacate. — ^The  Shipping  Board  and  Emer^ncy  Fleet  Corporation 
will  vacate  all  rented  space  in  Washington  immediately  after  build- 
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ifi^  C  becomes  available.  No  rented  space  will  be  assigned  in  Wash- 
ington to  the  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation.  As  the  War  Depart- 
ment reduces,  more  space  may  be  later  assigned  in  C  building  to  the 
full  capacity  of  the  building  of  290,940  square  feet  net. 

TREASURY    DEPARTMENT. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Treasury  Department : 

All  space  m  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings  now  occu- 
pied by  you  except  upper  three  floors  old  Emergency  Hospital, 
Fifteenth  Street  and  Ohio  Avenue. 

Six  thousand  square  feet  of  contiguous  oflSce  space  in  the  new  Navy 
Building,  Seventeenth  and  B  Streets,  NW.,  said  space  to  be  in  a 
location  to  be  selected  by  the 'Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Eighty-five  thousand  square  feet  of  contiguous  net  office  space  in 
the  new  Interior  Building,  said  space  to  be  in  a  location  to  be  selected 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

In  building  A  approximately  as  follows:  First  floor,  wings  3,  5, 
and  6,  with  portion  of  head  house ;  second  floor,  wings  2,  3,  4,  5,  and 
6,  with  portion  of  head  house;  third  floor,  wings  3,  4,  5,  and  6,  with 
portion  of  head  house. 

Vacate. — ^The  Emergency  Hospital  will  be  vacated  in  such  a  way 
as  to  least  inconvenience  the  Public  Health  Service. 

UNITED  STATES  BUREAU  OF  EFFICIENCY. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Board  of  Efficiency :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by 
the  United  States  Bureau  of  Efficiency  in  rented  and  Government- 
owned  buildings. 

UNITED  STATES  COtJRT  OF  CLAIMS. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the 
United  States  Court  of  Claims  in  rented  and  Government-owned 
buildings. 

UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  CUSTOMS  APPEAIjS. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  Appeals:  All  space  occupied  on 
June  1  by  the  United  States  Court  of  Customs  Appeals  in  rented 
and  Govermnent-owned  buildings. 

UNITED  STATES  BOARD  OF  CONCILIATION  AND  MEDIATION. 

Spa/:e  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Board  of  Conciliation  and  Mediation :  All  space  occu- 
pied on  June  1  by  the  United  States  Board  of  Conciliation  and  Media- 
tion in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings. 

UNITED  STATES  TARIFF   COMMISSION. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by 
the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  in  rented  and  Government- 
owned  buildings. 
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UNITED    STATES   EMPLOYEES'    COMPENSATION    COMMISSION.  • 

Space  allotted.-^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission :  In  the  Council 
of  National  Defense  Building,  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file 
in  the  office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  fol- 
lows: First  floor — Wing  No.  1  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Vacate. — ^The  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commis- 
sion will  vacate  the  Union  Trust  Building  immediately  as  soon  as  the 
above  space  in  the  Council  of  National  Defense  Building  is  available, 

WAR  DBPABTMBNT. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  War 
Department : 

•State,  War,  and  Navy  Building,  166,168  square  feet,  as  now 
located. 

Munitions  Building,  space  now  Qccupied  therein. 

Building  "A,"  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  wings  1,  2,  and  4,  with  portion  of  head  house ;  second 
floor,  wing  No.  1,  with  portion  of  head  house;  third  floor,  wings 
1  and  2,  with  portion  of  head  house. 

Building  "  fe,"  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Building  "C,"  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  wings  1  and  2,  rear  of  3,  front  of  6,  and  portion  of 
head  house;  second  floor,  wing  1,  front  portion  of  2,  and  portion 
of  head  house ;  third  floor,  wings  1  and  2  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Building  "  D,"  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  wings  4,  5,  and  6  and  entire  head  house;  second  floor, 
wings  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5  and  portion  of  head  house;  third  floor,  wings 
1,  2,  3,  anS  4  and  portion  of  head  house. 

Building  "  E,"  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Building  "  F,"  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Ford  Theater,  entire. 

War  College,  entire. 

Medical  Museum,  entire. 

Old  Land  Office  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office 
of  the  commission  and  approximately  descrited  as  follows:  All 
except  east  half  of  first  floor. 

Ordnance  Annex,  entire. 

Quartermaster  Building,  all  space  now  occupied  therein. 

War  Trade  Building  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows: 
First  floor,  north  half  and  west  portion  of  south  half;  second  floor, 
entire  floor. 

Ordnance  Building,  1800  E  Street,  entire. 

Archie  Butt  Building,  entire. 

Fuel  Buildings  Nos.  1  and  2  (War  Industries  Annex),  entire. 

Pettus  Building,  entire. 

Corcoran  Courts,  entire. 

Lemon  Building,  entire. 
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Ejiickerbocker  Building,  space  now  occupied  therein. 

Food  No.  1,  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of 
the  commission,  and  approximately  described  as  follows :  First  floor, 
wing  3;  second  floor,  all  space  now  occupied  therein,  plus  certain 
rooms. 

Council  of  National  Defense  Building,  second  floor,  wing  5. 

Vacate. — The  War  Department  will  vacate  at  once  all  space  now 
held  in  the  following  buildings,  which  is  not  allotted  above:  Ford 
Building;  garage  at  Twenty-fourth  and  M  Streets:  Mills  Building: 
"  A  "  Building  (to  be  vacated  immediately) ;  "  C  '^  Building;  "  D  '^ 
Building  (to  be  vacated  as  demanded  by  Department  of  Commerce). 

THE  WAB  TRADE  BOARD. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  War 
Trade  Board:  The  four  wings  m  the  southeast  comer  of  the  first 
floor  of  the  War  Trade  Board  Building. 

WAR  INDUSTRIES  BOARD. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  War 
Industries  Board :  Council  of  National  Defense  Building,  first  floor, 
wing  5. 

THE  INTERDEPARTMENTAL  SOCIAL  HYGIENE  BOARD. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  followingspace  is  hereby  allotted  to  the  In- 
terdepartmental Social  Hyriene  Board :  All  space  occupied  on  June 
1  by  the  Interdepartmental  Social  Hygiene  Board  in  rented  and  Gov- 
ernment-owned buildings. 

THE  HOUSING  CORPORATION. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Housing  Corporation :  All  space  occupied  on  June  1  by  the  Housing 
Corporation  in  rented  and  Government-owned  buildings. 

JOINT   CONGRESSIONAL   COMMISSION    ON    RECLASSIFICATION    OF   SALARIES. 

Space  allotted. — ^The  following  space  is  hereby  allotted  to  the 
Joint  Congressional  Commission  on  Reclassification  of  Salaries:  In 
D  Building  as  shown  on  plan  of  building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the 
commission  and  approximately  described  as  follows:  Second  floor, 
eighth  wing. 

SUPERINTENDENT,  STATE,  WAR,  AND  NAVY  BUILDING. 

Space  allotted. — The  following  space  is  hereby  alloted  to  the  Super- 
intendent, State,  War,  and  Navy  Building : 

(a)  All  corridors,  halls,  stairways,  entrances,  toilets,  and  lava- 
tories in  the  following  buildings,  same  to  be  under  your  absolute  con- 
trol and  to  be  used  under  rules  prescribed  by  you  for  the  common 
benefit  of  the  occupants  of  the  building : 

State,  War,  and  Navy  Building,  Seventeenth  Street  and  Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue. 

Walker-Johnson  Building,  1734  New  York  Avenue. 

Mall  office  buildings,  known  as  buildings  A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  adminis- 
tration, mechanics,  cafeteria,  and  heating  plant,  in  the  vicinity  of 
Seventh  and  B  Streets  NW. 
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Potomac  Park  buildings,  known  as  Navy  and  Munitions  Buildings, 
on  B  Street  NW.,  between  Seventeenth  and  Twenty-first  Streets. 

War  Trade  Building,  between  B  and  C  Streets,  and  Twentieth  and 
Twenty-first  Streets. 

Food  Administration  Building  No.  1,  between  Eighteenth  and 
Nineteenth  Street  and  C  and  D  Streets  NW. 

Food  Administration  Building  No.  2,  between  New  York  Avenue 
and  D  Street  and  Nineteenth  and  Twentieth  Streets  NW. 

Council  of  National  Defense  Building  on  Eighteenth  Street  be- 
tween C  and  D  Streets  NW. 

Fuel  Administration  Buildings,  Nos.  1  and  2,  bounded  by  Virginia 
Avenue,  Eighteenth,  and  C  Streets  NW. 

Fuel  Administration  Building  No.  3,  on  D  Street,  between  Twen- 
tieth and  Twenty-first  Streets  NW. 

H.  L.  Pettus  Building,  on  Nineteenth  Street,  between  Virginia  Ave- 
nue and  D  Street  NW. 

Archie  Butt  Building,  1725  New  York  Avenue  NW. 

Corcoran  Court  Building,  on  New  York  Avenue,  between  Seven- 
teenth and  Eighteenth  Streets  NW. 

(b)  All  other  space  in  the  above  buildings  now  occupied  by  you. 

(c)  All  space  now  occupied  by  char  and  guard  force  in  the  tem- 
porary building  north  of  B  Street  NW.,  and  west  of  Seventeenth 
Street  NW. ;  this  allotment  to  be  deducted  from  any  space  heretofore 
allotted  to  departments  or  independent  offices  occupying  said 
buildings. 

(d)  Food  Administration  Building  No.  1,  as  shown  on  the  plan  of 
building  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  commission  and  approximately  de- 
scribed as  follows:  First  floor,  entire  second  wing  and  portion  of 
head  house. 


Department. 


Net  rented 

space  oocu< 

pied  June 

1, 1919.1 


Net  rented 

space 
vacated.! 


Amrnal 

rental  being 

paid  Jane 

1, 1919. 


Annnal 
rental  be- 

fdnnini? 
July  1, 1919. 


Net  saving 

to  the  Oov- 

emment 

in  rental 

charges. 


Anlculture 

ABen  Property  Custodian 

Commerce 

Committee  on  Public  Information 

Federal  Trade  Commission , 

Qovemment  Printing  Office 

Housing  Corporation 

Interior 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission. , 

International  Joint  Commission , 

International  Boundary  Commission 

Justice 

Labor 

Panama  CanaL 

Railroad  Administration , 

State 

Shipping  Board , 

Court  of  Customs  Appea Is , 

United  States  Board  of  Crnidliation  and 

Mediation 

United  States  Tarit  Commission 

United  States  Employees'  Compensation 

Commission 

War 

Zone  Finance 

Total 


465,557 
44,527 
161,841 

82.980 
3,582 

6,130 
17,000 
27,073 
21.360 
113,931 
162,600 

6,130 
17,000 
27,073 
21,360 

7,038 

1,500 

2,000 

82,035 

100,744 
15,448 

86,650 

95,006 

11,520 

133,975 

9,500 

11,520 
133,976 

2,113 

10,343 

4,031 

285,059 

37.000 

4,031 
109,888 

$190,910.00 
31,200.00 
06,900.00 

8,000.00 
12,600.00 

4,793.76 
20,700.00 
39,875.00 
72,058.04 

1,724.40 

2,040.00 
36,000.00 
63,914.36 

7.500.00 
86,985.00 

5,000.00 
210, 105. 56 

1,773.00 

2, 46a  00 
11,000.00 

3,600.00 
81,867.08 
18,550.00 


$173,930.00 
30,000.00 
66,900.00 


$16, 98a  00 
1,200.00 


20,700.00 
29,875.00 
72,058.04 
1,724.40 
2,040.00 
36,000.00 
24,000.00 
7,500.00 
86,985.00 


3.000.00 
12,600.00 
4,793.76 


io,ooaoo 


29.914.36 


1,773.00 

2,460.00 
11,000.00 


6,ooaoo 

210,105.66 


22,500.00 
18, 55a  00 


8,eoaoo 

60,367.06 


1,809,293 


410,182 


964.666.20 


607,995.44 


866. 66a  76 


t  "Net  space"  means  the  net  amount  available  for  the  use  of  clerks,  after  deducting  ^ace  occtqiied  bj 
halls,  closest,  stairways,  and  files. 
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m  Session.      \  SENATE.  j     ^^^^ 


WAR  MATERIAL  FOR  IMPROVING  HIGHWAYS. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE, 

IN  BESP0N8E  TO 

BESOLUTIOK  108  OF  JULY  1,  1919,  DIBECTING  A  BEPOBT  OF  THE 
QUANTITY  OF  WAB  SUPPLIES  BEQUIBED  FOB  IMPBOVEMENT 
OF  HIGHWAYS  AUTHOBIZED  TO  BE  DISTBIBUTED  UNDEB  POST 
OFFICE  ACT  FEBBUABY  28,  1919. 


July  21, 1919. — Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


Department  or  Agrioui/ture. 
To  the  Senate  : 

Pursuant  to  Senate  resolution  108,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  as 
follows: 

It  is  observed  that  the  resolution  directs  tne  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture— 

to  report  to  the  Senate  the  quantity  and  description  of  war  material,  equipment, 
and  suppUes,  particularly  the  number  and  description  of  cars,  trucks,  and  trac- 
tors, which  win  be  required  for  the  use  and  Improvement  of  highways  and 
which  were  authorized  to  be  distributed  among  the  highway  departments  of  the 
several  States  to  be  used  on  the  roads  constructed  In  whole  or  in  part  by 
Federal  aid  as  provided  by  section  7  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  maldng  appro- 
priations for  the  service  of  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30, 1920,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  February  28,  1919. 

Hig:hway  construction  and  improvement  under  the  original  Fed- 
eral aid  road  act  approved  July  11,  1916,  as  amended  by  the  above- 
mentioned  act  approved  February  28,  1919,  covers  a  period  of  sev- 
eral years,  and  this  department  does  not  know  what  the  final  rec^uire- 
ments  of  each  State  highway  department  will  be.  The  Senate  is,  of 
course,  aware  that  during  the  war  highway  construction  moved  slowly 
on  account  of  shortage  in  labor  and  the  control  of  building  material 
for  war  purposes.  It  has  only  been  recentljr  that  the  several  State 
highway  departments  have  been  able  to  begin  active  operations  on 
their  respective  new  program,  which  can  not  be  compared  in  impor- 
tance and  size  with  the  work  which  was  done  during  any  preceding 
year.  The  department  regrets,  therefore,  that  it  can  not  state  ac- 
curately what  the  final  requirements  of  the  respective  State  highway 
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departments  will  be  and  can  only  report  to  you  what  is  being  done  by 
the  department  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  above-mentioned  act  ap- 
proved February  28, 1919,  which  is  as  follows: 

"  Sec.  7.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  In  his  dis- 
cretion to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  all  available  war  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies  not  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  War  Department, 
but  suitable  for  use  in  the  improvement  of  highways,  and  that  the  same  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  highway  departments  of  the  several  States  to  be  used  on 
roads  constructed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  Federal  aid,  such  distribution  to  be 
made  upon  a  value  basis  of  distribution  the  same  as  provided  by  the  Federal 
aid  road  act  approved  July  11,  1916:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, at  his  discretion,  may  reserve  from  such  distribution  not  to  exceed  10  per 
cent  of  such  material,  equipment,  and  supplies  for  use  in  the  construction  of 
national  forest  roads  or  other  roads  constructed  under  his  direct  supervision. 

At  the  time  section  7  above  mentioned  was  enacted  into  law  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Secretary  of  War  immediately  to  determine  what 
war  material,  equipment,  and  supplies  would  not  be  needed  for  the 
purposes  of  the  War  Department.  However,  the  urgent  require- 
ments of  the  several  State  highway  departments  in  the  matter  of 
beginning  active  work  on  their  enlarged  programs  made  it  necessary 
to  distribute  as  soon  as  possible  such  of  the  material,  equipment,  and 
supplies  as  it  became  available. 

CANVASS  OF  STATES. 

Immediately  following  the  approval  of  the  Post  Office  appropria- 
tion act,  section  T^of  which  it  is  quoted  above,  this  department  ascer- 
tained from  the  War  Department  the  general  classes  and  character 
of  the  equipment  and  supplies  "  which  might  become  ^  available  for 
distribution  to  the  States,  following  the  determination  by  the  War 
Department  of  the  equipm^it  and  supplies  no  longer  needed  for  the 
purposes  of  the  War  Department.  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  equipment  and  supplies  that  the  States  would  need  for  the  pur- 

Soses  of  highway  improvement,  the  following  letter  was  sent  imder 
ate  of  March  12  to  each  of  the  State  highway  departments: 

Gentlemen:  Referring  to  our  letter  of  the  11th  instant  there  is  inclosed  a 
list  of  materials  and  equipment,  some  of  which  it  may  be  possible  to  obtain  from 
the  War  Department. 

In  making  your  requests,  it  is  advisable  to  have  them  in  as  much  detail  as 
possible.  For  example,  should  you  request  any  steam  shovels,  motor  trucks, 
tractors,  trailers,  dredges,  concrete  mixers,  etc,  please  state  such  detaUs  as 
size,  weight,  capacity,  etc 

LIST  OF  MATERIALS  AND  BQT7IPMEETT. 


Machine  tools,  engineering  and  con- 
struction equipment: 

All  metal  and  wood  working  tools. 

Steam  shovels. 

Hand  tools. 

For^ng  equipment 

Iron  and  structural  workers'  power 
tools  and  machinery. 

Ck)ntractors'  equipment,  such  as 
dredges,  ditchers,  concrete  mix- 
ers. 

Industrial  railways,  etc. 


Building  material: 
Water  supply. 
Fabricated  steeL 
Roofing. 
Wall  board. 
Paints. 
Hardware. 
Oement 
Heating. 

Mectrical  equipment 
Power  plant 
Machinery. 
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LIST  OF  HATEBIALS  AHD  EQUIPMENT— -Continued. 


Truck  and  motor  equipment : 

Trucks. 

Trailers,  animal  and  hand-drawn 
vehicles. 
General  supplies: 

Tentage,  paullns. 

Harness,  saddlery. 

Saddlers*  supplier 

Shelf  and  heavy  hardware. 

Tools,   handles,  tool  chests,  con- 
tainers. 


General'  supplies — Continued. 

Mess,  camp,   and  kitchen   equip- 
ment 

Brooms  and  brushes. 

Hemp  and  Jute  products. 
Remount : 

Horses  and  mules. 
Raw  and  scrap  materials : 

Explosives. 
Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores: 

Tractors  and  trailers. 

Caterpillars. 


In  response  to  this  inquiry  a  number  of  the  States  submitted  de- 
tailed statements  and  descriptions  of  the  items  they  would  need. 
Others  took  the  position  that  they  wishei  to  receive  their  auota  of 
any  of  the  items  contained  in  the  above  list  which  might  be  aeclared 
surplus  by  the  War  Department.  In  order  to  arrive  at  a  more  defi- 
nite statement  of  the  needs  of  the  States,  a  second  canvass  relative  to 
various  items  was  made  under  each  of  the  following  dates :  April  24, 
May  7,  and  June  10.  These  two  canvasses  have  been  further  supple- 
mented by  a  large  number  of  communications  to  and  from  the  State 
highway  departments  and  by  personal  conferences  with  the  executive 
omoers  of  tne  State  highway  departments.  Based  on  the  informa- 
tion secured  from  these  sources,  this  department  believes  that  the 
following  lists,  classified  under  the  several  headings,  set  forth  the 
needs  of  the  States  as  accurately  as  they  can  be  determined  at  the 
present  time.  At  different  times,  as  the  Secretary  of  War  found  that 
certain  war  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  were  not  needed  for 
the  purposes  of  the  War  Department,  he  has  made  allotments  to  this 
department  for  the  purpose  of  distribution,  covering,  in  general, 
items  appearing  on  the  aoove  list.  Such  lists  are  now  being  received 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  from  time  to  time. 

MOTOB  TRUCKS  AND  MOTOR  OARS. 

The  Secretary  of  War  has  on  four  different  occasions  declared  in 
the  aggregate  of  24,000  motor  trucks  of  all  sizes  and  different  makes 
to  be  available  for  distribution, 'and  he  has  also  declared  1,076  Ford 
touring  cars  and  550  used  passenger  cars  of  other  makes  likewise 
available.  Of  the  24,000  motor  trucks,  a  total  of  20,519  have  been 
allotted  among  the  several  State  highway  departments,  as  shown  by 
the  list  hereinafter  set  out,  and  the  entire  number  of  Ford  and  other 
used  cars  have  been  allotted,  as  shown  by  said  list.  Definite  ship- 
ping instructions  have  been  given  the  War  Department  for  more 
than  18,500  of  these  trucks  and  cars.  The  allotment  as  shown  by  the 
43aid  list  is  finaL 
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Trucks. 

'^' 

Fitst. 

Second. 

TUrd. 

Poorth. 

116 

60 

86 

180 

21 

76 

33 

56 

117 

14 

92 

39 

60 

143 

17 

166 

72 

m 

261 

30 

97 

41 

71 

149 

17 

34 

14 

26 

61 

6 

9 

4 

7 

14 

2 

63 

28 

46 

99 

11 

146 

66 

110 

231 

27 

68 

30 

49 

104 

12 

940 

106 

178 

375 

44 

149 

66 

UO 

231 

27 

158 

70 

U7 

250 

39 

167 

70 

117 

249 

29 

107 

47 

79 

167 

19 

74 

38 

66 

117 

14 

62 

28 

38 

83 

10 

48 

22 

36 

76 

9 

81 

85 

61 

126 

16 

159 

70 

117 

250 

29 

166 

68 

U6 

244 

28 

98 

42 

73 

158 

18 

186 

82 

138 

291 

34 

110 

48 

82 

173 

20 

117 

61 

87 

185 

21 

72 

80 

63 

m 

13 

22 

10 

16 

86 

4 

66 

29 

49 

102 

13 

89 

39 

65 

138 

16 

273 

119 

202 

427 

50 

127 

66 

93 

196 

23 

86 

38 

63 

132 

15 

203 

89 

151 

818 

37 

127 

65 

96 

199 

23 

88 

38 

64 

136 

16 

252 

109 

187 

-   394 

46 

13 

5 

9 

21 

2 

79 

34 

69 

124 

14 

90 

39 

66 

138 

16 

123 

54 

92 

193 

22 

321 

141 

287 

500 

58 

64 

28 

46 

99 

11 

25 

11 

19 

40 

5 

108 

47 

81 

170 

20 

81 

34 

50 

134 

14 

58 

26 

43 

90 

11 

140 

60 

104 

217 

25 

69 

30 

49 

104 

12 

26 
66 

92 
364 

32 

76 

42 

44 

5,428 

2,371 

3,949 

8,771 

1,075 

Other 
antes, 
first. 


1.  Alabama 

2.  Arizona 

8.  Arkansas 

4.  California 

6.  Colorado 

6.  Connecticut 

7.  Delaware 

8.  Florida. 

9.  Georgia 

10.  Idaho 

11.  nUnois 

12.  Indiana 

13.  Iowa 

14.  T^wnffftff 

16.  Kentucky 

16.  Louisiana 

17.  Maine 

18.  Maryland 

19.  Massachusetts... 

30.  Michigan 

31.  Minnesota 

32.  Mississippi 

23.  Missouri 

34.  Montana 

35.  Nebraska. 

36  Nevada 

37.  New  Hampshire. 

38.  New  Jersey 

39.  New  Mexico 

80.  New  York 

81.  Nortii  Carolina. . 

82.  North  Dakota... 

88.  Ohio 

84.  Oklahoma 

86.  Oregon 

86.  Pennsylvaiiia.... 

87.  Rhode  Island.... 

88.  South  Carolina. . 

89.  South  Dakota... 

40.  Tennessee 

41.  Texas 

43.  Utah 

48.  Vermont 

44.  Virginia 

46.  Washington 

46.  West  Virginia... 

47.  Wisconsin 

48.  Wyoming 

Forestty 

Public  roads 

Total 


U 
6 
8 
15 
9 
4 
1 
6 
4 
6 
22 
14 
15 
15 
10 
7 
6 
4 
7 
15 
14 
9 
17 
10 
11 
7 
2 
6 
8 
26 
12 
8 
19 
13 
8 
23 
1 
8 
9 
11 
30 
6 
3 
10 
7 
6 
13 
7 


55 


550 


CONSTBUCnON  AND  OPiikATING  EQUIPMBNT. 

A  request  for  construction  and  operating  equipment,  based  on  the 
estimated  needs  of  the  several  States,  was  sent  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  War  in  replying  to  the  request  stated  that 
tie  War  Department  would  deliver  to  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture out  of  the  surplus  in  the  United  States  or  France  a  sufficient 
amount  of  equipment  to  meet  the  estimate,  which  is  as  follows : 


400  road  roUers,  steam  and  gas  driyen. 

700  concrete  mixers. 

600  road  graders. 

400  elevating  graders. 

200  sprinkling  wagons. 

200  road  oilers. 

126  derricks,  30  to  60  foot  boom. 

100  pUe-drlver  outfits  complete. 

200  complete  air-drill  outfits. 

250  steam  pumps,  up  to  4  incbee. 


150  centrifugal  pumps  up  to  4  inches, 
with  power. 

75  diaphragm  pumps  gasoUne  driven. 

500  rock-crushing  outfits  complete,  ca- 
pacity 125  tons  to  200  tons  per  day. 

200  clamsheU,  orange  peel,  and  bot- 
tom-dump buckets. 

125  road  scarifiers. 

50  caterpillar  and  drag-line  excava- 
tors. 
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700  road  and  railroad  plows. 

800  rooter  plows. 

160  automotive  cranes. 

3,600  trailers  for  tractors. 

1»000  miles  Industrial  railway  track. 

200  Industrial  railway  locomotives 

3,500  industrial  railway  dump  cars. 

15,000  feet  rubber  hose. 

5,000  feet  steam  hose. 

40  portable  asphalt  plants. 

200  steam  shovels,  capacity  1  yard  or 
less. 

6,500  dump  wagons. 

250  conveyors,  gravity  and  i)ower. 

36  donkey,  200  hoisting,  and  75  gaso- 
line engines,  5  to  30  horsepower. 

375  complete  steam-drill  outfits. 

250  portable  air  -  compressor  outfits 
with  power. 

100  boilers,  15  to  40  horsepower. 


275  electric  motors,  2  to  50  horsepower. 

3,300  pulley  blocks. 

6,000  drag  scrapers. 

2,000  Fresno  scrapers. 

6,000  wheel  scrapers. 

500  Maney  4- wheel  scrapers. 

300  stump  pullers. 

500  road  drags. 

4,000  wheel  barrows. 

10  dredges. 

10  ditching  machines. 

10  trenching  machines. 

6  back-filling  machines. 

200  screening  plants. 

100  wagon  loaders. 

400  blasting  machines  complete. 

100,000  feet  hoisting  cable  from  1  to  1 

inch  in  diameter. 
10,000  feet  air  hose. 
100,000  linear  feet  Manila  rope,  1^  to  2 

inches  in  size. 

It  is  thought  that  the  final  requirements  of  the  several  State  high- 
way departments  will  be  in  excess  of  this  estimate. 

CX)NSTRUCnON   MATERIALS. 


The  following  list  of  construction  materials  is  based  on  the  esti- 
mated needs  of  the  several  States,  ascertained  as  hereinbefore  de- 
scribed : 


550,000  barrels  bituminous  binders. 

50,000  linear  feet  prepared  joint  filler. 

2,110,000  bags  Portland  cement. 

1,000,000  tons  gravel. 

1,000,000  tons  crushed  stone. 

Briclc,  all  available. 

5,000,000  feet  bridge  form  and  building 
lumber. 

40,000  linear  feet  steel  forms  for  con- 
crete road  construction. 

120  carloads  corrugated  metal  culvert. 

150  miles  of  steel  or  iron  pipe,  from 
1  to  3  Inches  In  diameter,  with  fit- 
tings. 

1,18(>  tons  structural  steel. 

10,000  tons  reinforcing  steel. 

16,000  tons  sheet-metal  roofing. 

2,000  tons  wire  fencing. 

674,000  industrial  railroad  ties. 

10,000  gaUons  paint  for  wood  and  steel 
bridges,  guard  rails,  etc. 

These  materials  are  being  allotted  to  the  several  State  highway  de- 
partments as  different  items  appearing  herein  are  declared  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  be  available  for  distribution.  Shipping  direc- 
tions have  been  given  for  the  following  amounts : 


50  tons  nails. 

35  tons  spikes. 

20  tons  bolts. 

10  tons  nuts,  threaded. 

10  tons  nuts,  blanks. 

56,025  linear  feet  cast-iron  culvert  pipe 

from  12  to  36  inches  in  diameter. 
10,000,000  pounds  T.  N.  T. 
109,240  exploders. 
2,000  miles  telephone  wire. 
50    permanent    wall    telephone    sets, 

complete,  with  accessories. 
100  portable  telephone  sets,  complete, 

with  accessories. 
1,000  sets  single  heavy-work  harness. 
3,000  sets  heavy  double- work  hdmess. 
600  concrete  buggies. 
4,404  high-speed  'trailers  for  trucks. 


2,000  bags  Portland  cement. 
3,942  Industrial  railroad  ties. 
12  kegs  spikes. 

37,921    linear    feet    cast-iron    culvert 
pipe. 


41,800  exploders. 
72  concrete  buggies. 
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FIELD  AND  OFFICE  EQUIPMENT. 

The  following  list  of  field  and  office  equipment  is  based  on  the  estimated 
needs  of  the  several  States,  ascertained  as  hereinbefore  described : 


1,062  engineers'  transits. 
1,146  engineers'  levels* 
1,188  Abney  levels. 
8,055  steel  tapes. 
1,440  level  rods. 
50  range  poles. 
186  metallic  tapes. 

2  Universal  testing  machines,  capac- 
ity 200,090  pounds. 
400  rolls  drafting  paper. 
110  rolls  tracing  cloth. 
130  rolls  blue-print  paper. 
120  rolls  cross-section  paper. 
2,000  engineers'  note  books. 
88  calculating  machines. 
6  pantagraphs. 

228  Universal  drafting  machines. 
592  planimeters. 
366  adding  machines. 
63  comptometers. 
507  typewriters. 


10  blue-print  machines. 

283  office  desks. 

198  typewriter  desks. 

480  office  tables. 

326  drafting  tables. 

365  drafting  stools. 

315  field  office  desks  . 

299  revolving  office  chairs. 

805  office  chairs. 

3,387  units  filing  cases. 

100  sets  drafting  instruments. 

100  sets  assorted  outfits,  drafting  sup- 

plies. 
100  pocket  compasses. 
100  stadia  hand  transits. 
100  hand  levels. 
30  pedometers. 
30  odometers. 

60  steel-tape  mending  outfits. 
9  plane  tables. 
108  aneroid  barometers. 


These  materials  are  being  allotted  to  the  several  State  highway  departments 
as  different  items  appearing  herein  are  declared  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
be  available  for  distribution.  Shipping  directions  have  been  given  for  the  fol- 
lowing amounts: 


258  engineers'  transits. 
284  engineers'  levels. 
128  Abney  levels. 
95  steel  tapes. 
165  level  rods. 
40  range  poles. 
365  drafting  stools. 
140  field  office  desks. 


16  office  chairs. 

3  calculating  machines. 

28  Universal  drafting  machines. 

14  planimeters. 

6  adding  machines. 

8  comptometers. 

58  typewriters. 

19  office  desks. 


CAMP  MESS  AND  KITCHEN  EQUIPMENT. 

The  foUowinff  list  of  camp  mess  and  kitchen  equipment  is  based 
on  the  estimated  needs  of  the  several  States,  ascertained  as  herein- 
before described : 

460    complete    outfits    of    mess    and  120  heating  stoves  for  tents. 

kitciien  equipment  for  units  of  vari-  140  medicine  chests,  complete. 

ous  sizes  averaging  40  men.  17,000  tents  from  10  by  10  to  corral 
100  sets  assorted  kit(5hen  utensils.  tents. 

200  sets  assorted  .dining-room  outfits.  25,100  Army  blankets. 

23,000  galvanized-iron  buckets.  316,000  square  feet  of  tarpaulin,  as- 
320  field  ranges.  sorted  sizes. 

660  Sibley  stoves. 

These  materials  are  being  allotted  to  the  several  State  highway 
departments  as  different  items  appearing  herein  are  declared  By  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  be  available  for  distribution.  Shipping  direc- 
tions have  been  given  for  the  following  amounts : 

6,414  galvanized-iron  buckets.  |  25,087  Army  blankets. 

17,563  tents.  I 

In  the  States  where  convict  labor  is  largely  employed  camp  mess 
and  kitchen  equipment  is  of  great  value  in  properly  maintaining  the 
necessary  crews  in  the  field,  and  in  the  States  where  great  difficulty 


Digitized  by 


Google 


WAB  MATBRIAIi  FOR  IJCPROVING  HIGHWAYS. 


ited 


is  being  experienced  in  securing  contractors  to  undertake  road  con- 
struction, a  considerable  amount  of  work  will  have  to  be  done  by 
day  labor  forces.  There  will  be  many  more  road  crews  at  work,  in 
the  field  this  year  than  during  any  previous  year,  and  this  equipment 
will  be  of  great  advantage  in  getting  such  crews  organized  and  oper- 
ating. 

GENERAL   SUPPLIES. 


The  following  list  of  general  supplies  is  based  on  the  estimated 
needs  of  the  several  Stat^,  ascertained  as  hereinbefore  described: 


100  sets  shelf  and  heavy  hardware, 

assorted  suppUes. 
4,200  axes  with  handles. 
1,600  ax  handles. 
1,680  adzes. 
1,200  brush  hooks. 
1,900  crowbars. 
1,080  cant  hooks. 
300  grindstones 
240  carborundum  grinders. 
1,000  hammers,  assorted  sizes. 
100  riveting  hammers. 
2,130  striking  hammers. 
5,265  hatchets. 

574  B.  P.  machinist  hammers. 
2,100  shovel  handles. 
7,050  pick  handles. 
920  sledge  handles. 
13,300  picks. 
28,866  mattocks. 
950  drills. 
650  drill  bits. 


63,000  shovels. 

2,000  eqades. 

1,260  crosscut  saws. 

475  monkey  wrenches. 

475  mason's  trowels. 

475  saw-filing  outfits. 

12,677  lanterns. 

100  acetylene  camp  lights. 

600  paint  brushes. 

120  wire  brushes. 

100  tons  drill  steel. 

10  tons  horseshoes. 

10  tons  mule  shoes. 

1  ton  horseshoe  nails. 

10  tons  solid  drlU  steel,  f,  |,  and  1 

inch  In  diameter. 
10  tons  hollow  drill  steel,  f,  J,  and  1 

inch  in  diameter. 
6,000    pounds    axle     steel,     assorted 

sizes. 
6,000  pounds  tire  steel,  assorted  sizes. 
1,679  log  chains. 


These  materials  are  being  allotted  to  the  several  State  highway 
departments  as  different  items  appearing  herein  are  declared  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  be  available  for  distribution.  Shipping  direc- 
tions have  been  given  for  the  following  amounts : 


6  axes  with  handles. 

192  ax  handles. 

106  striking  hammers. 

614  B.  P.  machinist  hammers. 

850  hatchets. 

50  shovel  handles. 

260  pick  handles. 


3  sledge  handles. 
3,030  picks. 
28,866  mattocks. 
51,578  shovels. 
2,000  spades. 
10,960  lanterns. 
150  log  chains. 


It  will  be  observed  that  a  large  portion  of  the  foregoing  list  con- 
sists of  hand  tools  that  are  used  constantly  in  road  construction,  par- 
ticularly in  the  doing  of  work  involved  the  drilling  and  blasting  of ' 
rock  in  building  or  widening  roads  where  rock  excavation  is  encoun- 
tered. 

MACHINE  TOOI^,  WOODWOBKING  TOOLS,  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  OUTFITS, 

The  following  list  of  machine  tools,  woodworking  tools,  and  mis- 
cellaneous outfits  is  based  on  the  estimated  needs  of  tne  several  States, 
ascertained  as  hereinbefore  described. 


15  complete  machine-shop  ontfits,  in- 
cluding lathes,  drills,  planers,  fit- 
tings, etc. 

3  swing  engine  lathes,  14  inches  to  20 
inches. 


3  end  milling  machines. 

3  planers. 

4  power  punches. 

3  shopers. 

4  power  shears. 
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8  shop  screw  presses,  25  tons  capacity. 
12  complete  set  pipe  dies  from  8  inches 

down. 
12  complete   sets   tops  and  dies  for 

bolts  and  nuts. 
552  complete  sets  of  blacksmith  outfits, 

with  forges,  anvils,  and  accessories. 
306  complete  sets  carpenter  tools  and 

chests. 


11  complete  woodworking  outfits.  In- 
eluding  lathes,  saws,  planers,  fit* 
tings,  and  accessories. 

12  boring  machines. 

30  wheelwright  outfits,  complete. 

10  tire  setters. 

10  farriers*  outfits,  complete. 

6  diving  outfits,  complete,  with  pumps. 


It  is  thought  that  the  final  requirements  of  the  State  highway  de- 
partments as  to  a  number  of  the  above-mentioned  articles  will  be  in 
excess  of  this  list,  particularly  blacksmith  outfits,  as  they  constitute 
a  necessary  adjunct  to  each  well-equipped  road  crew. 


ANIMALS. 


The  following  list  of  animals  is  based  on  the  estimated  needs  of  the 
several  States,  ascertained  as  hereinbefore  described: 


2,050  heavy  draft  mules.  |  10  saddle  horses. 

850  heavy  draft  horses.  I 

From  a  nimiber  of  States  we  have  had  urgent  requests  to  supply 
draft  animals  for  use  on  trails  in  new  territory,  as  in  the  forest  areas, 
where  the  motor-truck  equipment  can  not  be  used. 
Respectfully, 

C.  F.  Marvin, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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THE  PREVENTION,  CONTROL.  AND  CURE  OF  TUBERCULOSIS  AS  A  PROBLEM 
FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT. 


[An  address  delivered  before  the  Arkansas  Medical  Society  at  Little  Bock,  May  21, 
1919,  by  Dr.  J.  D.  Southard,  of  Fort  Smith,  Ark.] 

The  prevention,  control,  and  cure  of  tuberculosis  is,  at  the  present 
time,  tne  greatest  problem  that  can  engage  the  minds  of  men.  It  is 
not  alone  a  national  problem,  as  I  shall  try  to  show,  but  a  world 
problem,  than  which  the  history  of  mankmd  takes  note  of  none 
more  important  to  the  human  race. 

As  physicians  we  know  that  tuberculosis  is  caused  by  the  bacillus 
tuberculosis  and  that  it  is  possible  largely,  if  not  entirely,  to  prevent 
tuberculosis  among  human  beings,  ^physicians  we  know  that  this 
bacillus  causes  more  disease,  more  death,  more  poverty  and  distress 
in  this  country  than  any  other  single  agency.  As  physicians  we  also 
know  that  the  disease  produced  by  this  bacillus  is  communicable,  is 
preventable,  and  that  in  its  earlier  stage  it  is  curable.  The  possession 
of  this  knowledge  places  upon  us  as  physicians,  as  citizens,  and  as 
our  brothers'  keepers  obligations  and  responsibilities  which  we  can 
not  escape  if  we  would,  and  which  oblige  us  to  enlighten,  caution, 
and  warn  those  who  do  not  know  of  then:  danger  from  this  disease. 
As  experience  has  abimdantly  proven  that  the  present  municipal, 
State,  and  other  agencies  are  entirely  inadequate  and  unable  to  cope 
with  this  disease,  it  becomes  our  duty  to  appeal  the  case  to  a  higher 
power  from  whence  alone  relief  can  be  had.  Since  all  other  agencies 
thus  far.  after  faithful  trial,  have  proven  insufficient  to  stem  the 
tide  of  aestruction,  it  remains  for  the  Government  of,  bj,  and  for 
the  people  of  this  Nation  to  take  charge,  make  plans,  provide  means, 
and  wage  relentless  war  on  this  disease.     Why  should  it  not  do  so  ? 

In  the  medical  examinations  for  the  recent  selective  draft,  accord- 
ing to  the  report  of  Provost  Marshal  General  Crowder,  tuberculosis 
disqualified  more  men  for  military  service  than  any  other  svstemic 
condition.  Nine  and  one-half  per  cent  or,  excluding  mental  condi- 
tions, 10.6  per  cent  of  all  rejections  for  physical  reasons  were  on 
account  of  tuberculosis;  1.3  per  cent  were  disqualified  on  accoimt  of 
venereal  diseases.  It  is  believed  these  percentages  may  be  con- 
sidered to  fairly  represent  the  relative  prevalence  of  these  two 
disease  conditions  in  civil  life.  Venereal  diseases  can  scarcely  be 
considered  more  preventable  than  tuberculosis,  and  case  for  case, 
they  are  nothing  like  so  fatal,  nothing  like  so  pauperizing,  nothing 
like  iso  expensive  to  the  patients  and  to  the  community  in  which 
they  exist,  nothing  like  so  disabling,  and  yet  the  Umted  States 
Government  is  at  the  nresent  time  conducting  a  Nation-wide  cam- 
paign against  venereal  fliseases,  while  it  is  doing  almost  nothing  to 
prevent  and  control  tuberculosis.     I  mention  this  in  no  spirit  of 
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criticism,  for  I  heartily  commend  the  good  work  against  venereal 
diseases,  but  only  to  call  attention  to  our  Grovernment's  apparent 
nearsightedness  in  permitting  the  Nation's  life  to  flow  out  through  the 
bunghole  while  it  is  attempting  to  stop  it  at  the  spigot. 

A  large  majority  of  the  people  throughout  this  Nation  do  not 
I  know  the  simple  truths  about  tuberculosis — that  it  is  communicable, 
I  preventable,  and,  if  taken  in  time,  curable.  It  is  highly  important 
/  that  they  should  be  enlightened  and  instructed.  If  tuberculosis 
/  destroys  more  life  and  health  in  the  United  States  than  any  other 
'  single  agency,  as  it  certainly  does,  and  if  it  is  preventable,  as  it 
certainly  is,  is  there  any  conceivable  reason  why  the  National  Govern- 
ment should  not  as  soon  as  practicable  inaugurate  measiu*es  for  its 
suppression  and  control  throughout  the  Nation  ?  Is  there  anything 
more  important,  more  necessary,  or  more  urgent  that  our  Govern- 
ment can  do  at  this  time?  Is  there  any  problem,  condition,  or 
circumstance  wherein  or  on  account  of  wnich  the  most  vital  and 
sacred  interests  of  all  the  people  are  suffering  more  sorely  ?  Is  there 
-  anything  so  menacing  to  the  life  and  strength  of  our  country?  As 
medical  men  we  know  the  correct  answer  to  these  questions,  but  we 
can  not  assume  that  our  Government  officials  know,  for  if  they 
knew  undoubtedly  something  more  would  have  been  done  to  stem 
the  tide  and  stop  the  destruction  of  200,000  lives  of  American  citizens 
annually  from  this  preventable  disease. 

Has  our  National  Government  any  more  important  function,  and 
more  important  duty,  any  more  important  and  sacred  obligation 
than  that  of  securing  and  protecting  tne  health  and  Ufe  of  the  people 
it  represents  ?  Is  any  amount  of  money  and  brains  that  are  needed 
too  great  to  be  used  to  prevent,  control,  and  cure  tuberculosis  and  stop 
this  awful  drain  upon  the  life  and  resources  of  the  Nation  ?  Then  is 
it  not  our  duty  as.  medical  men,  Imowing  the  truth,  to  point  the  way 
and  lead  the  movement  to  nationahze  the  fight  agamst  this,  the 
greatest  scourge  of  humanity  ? 

Undoubtedly  the  greatest  need  of  the  hour  is  an  enhghtened  public 
mind  relative  to  tuberculosis.  It  is  absolutely  certain  that  a  begin- 
ning must  be  made  among  the  masses  of  the  people  and  especially 
among  those  whose  educational  and  other  advantages  have  been 
mOst  neglected,  for  it  is  here  this  plague  finds  its  greatest  number  of 
victims.  It  is  here  the  greatest  difficulties  have  always  been  en- 
countered in  this  work,  and  where  almost  nothing  has  been  accom- 
plished because  these  people  do  not  know  the  simple  truth  about 
tuberculosis. 

I  believe  because  of  the  magnitude  of  this  problem,  the  National 
Government  is  the  only  agency  by  which  it  can  be  effectively  han- 
dled, and  I  believe  it  is  the  agency  by  which  it  should  be  imdertaken 
because,  first,  it  is  a  national  problem;  because,  second,  though  our 
State  and  municipal  authorities  have  been  and  are  doing  about  all 
they  can  do,  we  are  making  but  slow  progress,  and  no  general  educa- 
tional campaign  by  them  among  the  masses,  where  it  is  most  urgently 
needed,  seems  practicable  or  possible/ 

But  suppose  the  United  States  Government  should  appoint  a 
tuberculosis  commission,  establish  a  bureau  or,  best  of  all,  a  national 
department  of  health,  headed  by  a  man  like  Dr.  Gorgas,  with  authority 
and  ample  means  to  organize,  unify,  and  coordmate  all  agencies, 
municipal,   State,   and  national,   now  engaged  in  antituberculosis 
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work,  to  inaugurate  and  carry  on  this  important  work,  can  anyone 
doubt  that  it  would  succeed  ?  I  wish  I  might  give  our  great  President 
and  Congress  a  vision  of  what  would  soon  happen  in  this  country.  I 
am  tempted  to  mention  some  of  the  things  that  1  believe  could,  should, 
and  would  be  accompHshed.  First,  a  series  of  bulletins  could  be 
published,  setting  fortn  briefly  the  Government's  purpose  and  giving 
m  plainest  EngBsh  the  fimdamental  truths  of  tuoerculosis  with 
instructions  as  to  how  it  can  be  prevented  and  cured.  TTie  Post 
Office  Department  could  work  out  a  plan  whereby  these  bulletins,  as 
published,  would  be  placed  as  nearly  as  possible  in  every  home  in  the 
United  States  and  our  dependencies.  Arrangements  could  be  made 
whereby  they  would  be  read  in  every  schoolroom  in  the  country,  and 
all  the  newspapers  and  ministers  would  call  public  attention  to  then- 
importance.  These  would  be  followed  up  by  popular  lectures 
throughout  the  country,  and  at  the  proper  time  the  Government 
woula  establish  sanatoria,  clinics,  and  other  agencies  where  and  as 
needed.  Coming  from  the  United  States  Government  the  people 
would  read  sucn  bulletins  as  they  would  read  or  listen  to  nothmg 
else  upon  this  subject,  and  from  them  they  would  learn  the  funda- 
mental facts,  the  a  b  c's  of,  tuberculosis. 

It  is  our  sacred  duty  as  a  Government  and  as  a  people  not  only  to 
nourish  and  protect  but  to  strengthen  and  ennoole  the  life  of  our 
generation  so  that  those  who  are  to  follow  us  will  be  stronger  mentally 
and  physically  and  find  the  world  better  for  our  having  uved  in  it. 

The  nation  which  shall  best  discharge  these  obligations,  other  things 
being  equal,  will  be  the  nation  which  shall  become  strongest  in  all  the 
elements  that  make  nations  great  and  their  people  healthy,  contented, 
and  happy. 

Alittle  more  than  two  years  ago  this  Nation  entered  the  World  War. 
It  called  to  arms  four  or  five  millions  of  our  young  men  and  sent 
nearly  2,000,000  of  them  across  the  seas  to  fight,  bleed,  and  die  for  a 
great  cause.  They  did  fight  as  heroically  as  men  have  ever  fought 
many  thousands  of  them  shed  their  blood  on  the  soil  of  France,  and 
many,  thousands  more  gave  up  their  noble  young  lives  in  this  great 
struggle  for  humanity,  but  I  say  to  you  the  interests  of  humanity  now 
equdly  demand  that  We  again  go  to  war,  not  against  nations,  not  to 
shed  our  blood  and  sacrifice  our  lives,  but  to  destroy  humanity's  great- 
est enemy,  tuberculosis.  The  World  War  has  aroused  the  Nation,  has 
developed  agencies  and  methods  whereby  more  eflFective  work 
against  disease  can  be  done  now  than  ever  before.  It  has  placed  a 
higher  valuation  upon  the  man  power  of  our  Nation  and  upon  human 
life,  and  has  aroused  us  to  a  greater  realization  of  the  importance  and 
necessity  of  conserving  life  and  health* 

I  believe  the  time  ^d  opportunity  is  now  immediately  before  us 
when  ^eater  things  can  be  accomplished  in  this  great  work  than  ever 
before  in  our  history.  Its  importance  and  urgency  can  not  be  over- 
stated or  stressed.  According  to  the  most  reliable  and  accurate 
statistics  and  official  reports  more  lives  were  destroyed  in  the  world 
by  tuberculosis  between  August  4,  1914,  and  November  11,  1918, 
than  were  destroyed  by  shot  and  shell  in  the  World  War,  the  figures 
being  6,500,000  killed  in  the  war  and  8,000,000  killed  by  tubercidosis. 
Our  own  losses  in  kiUed,  wounded,  and  missing  in  the  war  were  about 
275,000  during  the  year  that  we  were  in  the  fighting,  while  our  death 
losses  from  tuberculosis  during  the  same  time  were  about  200,000 
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killed  and  a  still  ^eater  number  were  disabled.  Is  this  not  enough 
to  wake  up  a  nation  and  demand  its  immediate  consideration  and 
action  ? 

A  beginning  must  be  made  some  time,  somehow,  and  I  hope  the 
Arkansas  Meaical  Society  will  begin  now  by  the  appointment  of  a 
committee  to  draft  a  resolution  setting  forth  the  situation  and  out- 
lining a  plan  for  inaugurating  and  carrying  on  this  work  by  the 
United  States  Grovemment,  and  appealmg  to  the  President  and  to 
Congress  for  speedy  action.  The  various  State  medical  societies  will 
imdoubtedly  cooperate  and  help  all  they  can.  I  know  it  is  a  big 
undertaking,  but  none  too  big  for  the  United  States  Government. 
The  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal  was  a  big  job,  but  its  success 
furnishes  the  greatest  object  lesson  in  sanitary  science  and  disease 
prevention  the  world  has  ever  seen  in  civil  affairs,  and  reading,  thinking 
people  all  over  this  country  have  been  wondering  and  asking  this 
question  ever  since:  ''If  the  Government  could  accomplish  such  won- 
derful results  in  the  Canal  Zone,  why  can  it  not  do  the  same  throughout 
this  country?"  And  we  know  it  can  and  will  be  done  when  we  are 
willing  as  a  nation  to  pay  the  price  and  do  it. 

This  Nation  has  accomplisned  some  great  things  for  humanity 
during  the  last  two  years.  It  is  still  doing  great  things.  It  is  restor- 
ing and  curing  thousands  of  our  maimed  and  wounded  soldiers,  and 
it  is  conducting  a  nation-wide  campaign  against  venereal  disease. 
What  a  splendid  climax  to  the  official  career  of  our  great  President, 
to  the  services  of  our  National  Government,  and  to  the  great  achiev- 
ments  during  this  quadrennium  would  be  the  inauguration  and  execu- 
tion of  a  plan,  something  like  I  have  attempted  to  outline,  to  prevent 
and  control  tuberculosis.  A  league  of  nations  to  secure  the  peace  of 
the  world,  tuberculosis,  venereal  and  other  preventable  diseases 
abolished  to  secure  national  health,  would  continue  to  bless  mankind 
throughout  the  ages. 
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GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 


LETTER 


FBOM 


THE  SECRETAKY  OF  WAR, 

TBANSMITTING, 

IN  BESPONSE  TO  A  SENATE  BESOLUTION  OF  JULY  14,  1919,  CEB- 
TAIN  DOCUMENTS  IN  RELATION  TO  THE  INTEBFBETATION 
AND  EXECUTION  OF  SECTIONS  5  AND  122  OF  THE  NATIONAL 
DEFENSE  ACT  APPBOVED  JXTNE  3,  1916. 


July  23,  1919.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


War  Department, 
Washington^  Jvly  22, 1919. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you  herewith  the  documents 
called  for  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  in  a  resolution  adopted 
July  14r,  1919,  in  the  matter  of  copies  of  all  reports,  memoranda,  etc., 
on  file  or  of  record  in  Washington,  D.  C,  imder  the  control  of  the  War 
Department  and  that  reliite  to  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the 
provisions  of  section  5  and  of  section  122  of  the  national  defense  act, 
approved  June  3. 1916. 
Respectfully, 

Newton  D.  Baker, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  George  A.  Sanderson, 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington^  May  25, 1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 

Referring  to  section  5  of  the  committee  print  H.  R.  12766,  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  desires  your  views  as  to  the  following : 

1.  Whether  or  not  the  law  with  reference  to  the  General  Staff  goes 
into  effect  immediately  upon  signing  the  bill  by  the  President? 
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2.  What  will  be  the  authorized  strength  of  the  General  Staff  after 
the  bill  is  signed? 

3.  Whether  the  law,  if  it  becomes  a  law,  will  require  the  officers 
of  the  General  Staff  in  excess  of  the  number  authorized  for  duty  in 
Washington  to  be  unmediately  relieved  and  assigned  to  duty  else- 
where? 

4.  Does  the  provision  contained  on  page  6  providing  that  details  in 
the  General  Staff  create  vacancies  as  provided  in  section  27  of  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  February  2,  1901,  create  vacancies  uj)on 
the  signing  of  the  bill,  or  does  this  part  of  the  bill  become  effective 
July  1  due  to  resulting  increase  in  the  officers?  Does  this  increase 
all  Become  effective  at  once  or  in  five  increments  as  provided  for  other 
increases? 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  OeneroL^  Chief  of  ^taff. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 

Washington^  May  iB5, 1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject:  Increase  of  the  Staff  Corps. 

1.  The  views  of  this  office  are  desired  with  reference  to  the  proper 
construction  of  section  5  of  the  national  defense  bill  now  awaiting 
approval  (H.  R.  12766,  64th  Cong.,  1st  sess.),  on  the  following  points: 

\a)  "Whether  or  not  the  law  with  reference  to  the  General  Staff 
goes  into  effect  immediately  upon  signing  of  the  bill  by  the  Presi- 
dent?" 

(6)  "What  will  be  the  authorized  strength  of  the  General  Staff 
after  the  bill  is  sicned?  " 

{c)  "  Whether  tiie  law,  if  it  becomes  a  law,  will  reguire  the  officers 
of  the  General  Staff  in  excess  of  the  number  authorized  for  duty  in 
Washington  to  be  immediately  relieved  and  assigned  to  duty  else- 
where?" 

{d)  "  Does  the  provision  contained  on  page  6  providing  the  details 
in  the  General  Staff  create  vacancies  as  provided  in  section  27  of  tiie 
act  of  Congress  approved  February  2,  1901,  uj)on  the  signing  of  the 
bill  or  does  this  part  of  the  bill  become  effective  July  1,  due  to  re- 
sulting increase  in  the  officers?  Does  this  increase  become  effective  at 
once,  or  in  five  increments,  as  provided  for  other  increases?" 

2.  Excluding  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  and  the  Chief  of  Divi- 
sion of  Militia  Affairs,  who  are  made  additional  members  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  by  the  act  of  February  14,  1903  (81  Stat.,  881), 
and  March  3,  1911  (86  Stat.,  1087) ,  the  composition,  under  existing 
law,  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  is  that  provided  by  section  3  of  the 
act  of  February  14,  1903  (32  Stat.,  881),  as  amended  by  section  5  of 
the  act  of  August  24, 1912  (37  Stat.,  594),  and  is  as  follows: 

2  general  oflacers  (one  being  Chief  of  Staff), 

4  colonels, 

6  lieutenant  colonels, 
12  majors, 
12  captains  or  first  lieutenants. 
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aggregating  36  officers.  The  composition  of  the  General  Staff  Cort)s 
as  Rx^  in  the  billj  not  counting  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  and  the 
Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau,  is  as  follows: 

1  Chief  of  Staff  (major  general  of  the  Une), 

2  officers  (general  officers  of  the  line,  one  of  whom,  not  above  the  grade 

of  brigadier  general,  to  be  president  of  the  Army  War  CJollege), 
10  colonels, 
10  lieutenant  colonels, 
15  majors, 
17  captains, 

to  be  "  detailed  for  periods  of  four  years,  unless  sooner  relieved,  from 
corresponding  grades  in  the  Army."  The  pending  statute  provides, 
therefore,  for  an  increase  of — 

1  general  officer. 
6  colonels. 

4  lieutenant  colonels. 

3  majors. 

5  captains. 

Section  5  adds: 

Section  27  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  2,  1901,  shall  apply  to 
each  position  vacated  by  officers  below  the  grade  of  general  officer  detailed  In 
the  General  Staff  Corps. 

Section  24  of  the  pending  bill  provides : 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  provided  by  this  act,  the  increases  in  the 
commissioned  and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  provided  by  this  act 
shall  he  made  in  five  annual  increments^  each  of  which  shall  be.  In  each  grade 
of  each  arm,  corps,  and  department,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  one-tifth  of  the 
total  increase  authorized  for  each  arm,  corps,  and  department.  Officers  pro- 
moted to  vacancies  created  or  caused  by  the  addition  of  the  first  increment  shall 
be  promoted  to  rank  from  July  i,  J 91 6,  and  those  promoted  to  vacancies  created 
or  caused  by  the  second  increment  shall  be  promoted  to  rank  from  July  1, 
1917,  etc. 

Authority  is  given  the  President,  in  the  event  of  actual  or  threat- 
ened war,  etc.,  to  "  immediately  organize  the  entire  increase  author- 
ized by  this  act,  or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may  deem  necessary,''  etc. 

3.  In  the  light  of  these  provisions,  considering  the  statute  as  a 
whole,  I  think  the  questions  suggested  above  should  be  answered  as 
follows : 

(a)  The  law  with  reference  to  the  General  Staff  goes  into  effect 
immediately  upon  signing  the  bill  by  the  President  (3  Ops.  Atty. 
Gen.,  82),  but,  as  in  the  case  of  other  increases  in  the  personnel  of  the 
Army,  the  additional  offices  representing  the  increase  in  the  person- 
nel of  the  General  Staff  Corps  do  not  become  effective  at  once,  but 
are  added  in  five  annual  increments,  the  first  increment  being  added 
July  1,  191C,  the  second  July  1,  1917,  etc.  Unless  conditions  arise 
under  which  the  President  is  authorized  to  organize  the  Army  im- 
mediatelv,  or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  the  addi- 
tional offices  representing  the  increase  do  not  come  into  being  until  the 
periods  stated  from  which  the  respective  increments  are  to  rank — 
that  is,  from  July  1  of  the  year  in  which  the  increment  is  added. 

(b)  The  authorized  strength  of  the  General  Staff  C/Orps,  after  the 
bill  is  signed,  will  be  that  provided  by  existing  law  until  July  1, 
1916,  when  the  first  •increment  of  the  increase  is  added. 

(c)  Section  5  provides  that — 

Not  more  than  one-half  of  all  the  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  at  any 
time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  In  or  near  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  etc. 
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'This  is  a  general  law,  and  thei*  being  no  provision  postponing  its 
operation  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  it  becomes  operative  upon  ap- 
proval of  the  bill  and  will  require  the  officers  of  the  Greneral  Staff  in 
excess  of  the  number  authorized  for  duty  in  Washington  to  be  im- 
mediately relieved  and  assigned  to  duty  elsewhere.  In  other  words, 
not  more  than  one-half  of  the  officers  comprising  the  existing  author- 
ized strength  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  may  be  stationed  or  as- 
signed or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia after  the  approval  of  the  act  This  will  call  for  immediate  execu- 
tion as  to  the  officers  now  on  duty  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  upon  the 
approval  of  the  biU  and  for  further  execution  as  each  increment  is 
added  by  actual  details  to  the  Greneral  Staff  Corps. 

(d)  This  provision  requires  that  section  27  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  FeDruary  2, 1901,  "  shall  apply  to  each  position  vacated  by 
officers  below  the  grade  of  general  officer  detailed  in  the  General  Staff 
Corps."  It  creates,  in  my  opinion,  vacancies  immediately  upon  the 
approval  of  the  act  and  brings  such  vacancies  under  the  operation  of 
section  27  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  2, 1901.  I  do  not 
think  that  these  vacancies  can  be  regarded  as  within  the  operation 
of  section  24  of  the  bill,  which  provides  that  the  increases  in  the  ccwn- 
missioned  and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Army  shall  be  made  in  five 
annual  increments.  I  think  the  provision  should  be  construed  as 
specifically  creating  vacancies  in  the  positions  vacated  by  the  officers 
comprising  the  existing  General  Staff  Corps  and  providing  for  their 
being  filled  under  the  operation  of  section  27  of  the  act  of  February 
2,  1901,  and,  as  to  future  increments  to  the  General  Staff  Corps,  va- 
cancies upon  the  detail  of  the  officers  comprising  such  increments. 

E.  H.  Crowder, 
Judge  Advocate  General, 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 

Washington,  May  29, 1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Subject:  Provision  in  national-defense  act  prohibiting  more  than 
half  of  the  officers  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  from  being 
stationed  in  or  near  the  District  of  Colimibia,  so  far  as  the  same 
may  be  affected  by  the  membership  of  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artil- 
lery and  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Militia  Affairs  in  the  Greneral 
Staff  Corps. 

1.  You  have  made  oral  inquiry  of  this  office,  as  follows: 

Are  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  who  is  an  "  additional  member 
of  the  General  Staff  Corps'*  (sec  5,  p.  9),  and  the  Chief  of  the 
Militia  Bureau,  who  is  "^a?  o'fficio  a  member  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps"  (sec  81,  p.  106),  members  of  that  body  of  officers  one-half 
of  whom  must  not  be  stationed  in  or  near  the  District  of  Columbia 
(sec.  5,  p.  6)  ? 

2.  Section  5  of  the  national-defense  act  provides : 

The  General  Staff  Corps  shaU  consist  of  one  Chief  of.  Staff,  detailed  in  time 
of  peace  from  major  generals  of  the  line ;  two  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
who  shall  be  general  officers  of  the  line,  *  *  * ;  10  colonels ;  10  Ueutenant 
colonels ;  15  majors ;  and  17  captains,  to  be  detailed  from  corresponding  grades 
in  the  Army,  as  in  this  section  hereinafter  provided.    *    ♦    ♦ 
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Not  more  than  one-half  of  all  of  the  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shall  at 
any  time  be  stationed,  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty,  in  or  near 
the  District  of  Columbia.  All  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively 
employed  in  the  study  of  military  problems,  *  *  *  or  on  other  duties, 
not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly 
employed :  Provided^  That  no  officer  shall  be  detailed  as  a  member  of  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  Corps,  other  than  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  general  officers  herein 
provided  for  as  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  except  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  board  of  five  officers  not  below  the  rank  of  colonel,  *  *  *.  The 
business  heretofore  transacted  in  said  divisions  (Mobile  Army  Division  and 
Coast  Artillery  Division),  except  such  as  comes  clearly  within  the  general 
powers  specified  in  and  conferred  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps 
by  the  organic  act  of  Congress  approved  February  14,  1903,  is  hereby  trans- 
ferred as  follows,  to  wit,  to  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  all 
business  apportioned  to  that  office  by  law  or  Army  regulations  at  the  time  of 
the  creation  of  the  Coast  Artillery  division  of  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff; 
to  the  office  of  The  Adjutant  General  or  other  bureau  or  bureaus  concerned* 
all  other  business;  *  *  *  and  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  shall  be  an 
additional  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  and  shall  also  bo  adviser  to  and 
informant  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  respect  to  the  business  under  his  charge: 
Provided  further^  That  hereafter  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be 
confined  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  general  nature  of  those 
specified  for  them  in  this  section  and  in  the  organic  act  of  Congress  last 
hereinbefore  cited,  and  they  shall  not  be  permitted  to  assume  or  engnge  In 
work  of  an  administrative  nature  that  r)ertains  to  established  bureaus  or  offices 
of  the  War  Department,     *     *     *. 

Section  81  of  the  national  defense  act  provides: 

*  *  *  The  Militia  Division  now  existing  In  the  War  Department  shall 
hereafter  be  known  as  the  MlUtia  Bureau  of  said  department,  shall,  like  other 
bureaus  of  said  department,  be  under  the  immediate  sui)ervislon  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  and  shall  not  form  a  part  of  any  other  bureau,  office,  or  other 
organization,  but  the  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau  shall  be  ex  officio  a  member 
of  the  General  Staff  Corps:     *     ♦     * 

3.  The  prohibition  as  to  station  relates  specifically  to  the  "  officers 
detailed  in  said  corps,"  and  follows  the  provision  specifying  who 
may  be  so  detailed — the  Chief  of  Staff  (major  general),  2  assist- 
ants (general  officers  of  the  line),  10  colonels,  10  lieutenant  colonels, 
15  majors,  and  17  captains.  The  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  and  the 
Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau  are  not  among  those  who,  under  the 
terms  of  the  law,  are  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps.  The  Chief 
of  Coast  Artillery  is,  under  the  act  of  January  25,  1907  (34  Stat., 
861),  appointed  as  such  by  the  President,  and  under  the  act  of  March 
3,  1911  (36  Stat,  1037),  tlie  Chief  of  the  Division  of  Militia  Affairs 
(now  the  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau)  is  detailed  as  such  from  the 
general  officers  of  the  line. 

Officers  "  detailed  in  said  corps  ■'  are  forbidden  to  be  employed  on 
duties  of  an  administrative  nature,  and  the  "business  heretofore 
transacted "  in  certain  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  is 
"  transferred  "  "  to  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  "  and  to 
other  bureaus  of  which  the  Militia  Division  is  specifically  made  one 
by  section  81  of  the  act.  It  is  clear  that  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau  are  to  engage  in  administrative 
work,  which  officei*s  detaiUd  hi  the  General  Staff  Corps  are  forbidden 
to  do. 

Section  5  provides  that  except  for  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  his  two 
assistants,  "  no  officer  shall  be  detailed  as  a  member  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps"  except  upon  the  recommendation  of  a  board  of  five 
officers  not  below  the  rank  of  colonel.    It  is  clear  that  this  method  of 
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selection  does  not  apply  to  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  or  the  Chief 
of  the  Militia  Bureau. 

4.  For  the  reasons  above  indicated,  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  office 
that  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  and  the  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau 
are  not,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  national-defense  act,  de- 
tailed in  the  General  Stan  Corps,  and  that  they  are  not  therefore 
to  be  reckoned  as  a  part  of  that  body  of  officers  one-half  of  whom 
must  not  be  stationed  in  or  near  the  District  of  Columbia. 

E.  H.  Crowder, 
Judge  Advocate  General. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 

Washington^  June  i,  1916. 
Memorandum. 

Subject:  Commutation  of  quarters,  heat,  and  light  to  General  Staff 
officers  relieved  from  duty  at  Washington,  D.  C. 

1.  The  question  is  raised  with  reference  to  the  relief  of  certain 
General  Staff  officers  from  duty  at  Washington,  D.  C,  upon  the 
approval  of  the  national-defense  bill,  June  5,  1916,  whether  or  not 
under  the  provision  of  section  5  of  that  bill,  to  the  effect  that — 

Not  more  than  one-half  of  all  the  officers  tletailed  in  said  corps  shaU  at  any 
time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the 
District  of  Columbia— 

if  they  be  directed  to  report  at  certain  camps,  like  that  at  Plattsburg, 
N.  Y.,  for  temporary  duty,  they  may  "  retain  station  in  Washington, 
not  for  duty,  but  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  commutation  of  quar- 
ters, heat,  and  light." 

2.  The  provision  in  question  requires  that  not  more  than  one-half 
of  the  officers  detailed  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  "  at  any  time 
be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the 
District  of  Columbia."  On  and  after  the  approval  of  the  bill  these 
officers  can  not  retain  Washington,  D.  C,  as  their  station,  but  must 
thereupon  be  stationed  at  some  point  not  "  in  or  near  the  District  of 
Columbia."  If  not  assigned  to  some  other  station  than  the  one  to 
which  they  are  temporarily  assigned  for  duty  their  right  to  receive 
commutation  of  quarters,  heat,  and  light  must  depend  on  that 
assignment.  Under  the  statute  officers  can  only  draw  their  commu- 
tation of  quarters,  heat,  and  light  at  their  regular  station  or  at  the 
place  where  they  may  be  assigned  to  duty.  As  the  law  requires 
their  assignment,  upon  the  approval  of  the  act,  to  some  other  station 
than  one  in  or  near  the  District  of  Columbia,  it  seems  clear  that 
they  may  not  retain  station  in  Washington  for  any  purpose  whatever. 

E.  H.  Crowder, 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 

Washington^  Jwae  16^  1916. 
Informal  memorandum  for  Gen.  Scott. 

At  an  interview  between  us  on  June  8,  1916,  you  requested  that 
I  advise  you  informally  as  to  whether  it  would  violate  any  provision 
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of  the  recently  enacted  national-defense  act  or  other  statute  law 
if  Capt.  Oootes,  after  being  relieved  from  duty  on  the  General  Staff, 
should  be  detailed  for  duty  in  your  office.  You  explained  that  you 
needed  the  services  of  Capt.  Cootes  in  a  variety  of  ways,  and  you 
mentioned  particularly  his  usefulness  in  helping  to  receive  and 
handle  distinguished  visitors,  who  made  heavy  drafts  upon  your 
time. 

You  also  requested  that  you  be  advised  whether  more  than  one 
officer,  not  on  the  General  Staff,  could  be  detailed  for  duty  in  your 
office  to  assist  you  in  the  investigation  and  study  of  questions  coming 
to  your  desk  for  action. 

The  provisions  of  the  recently  enacted  national-defense  act  on 
the  subject  are,  in  part,  as  follows : 

(A)  Not  more  than  one-half  of  aU  of  the  oflBicers  detailed  in  said  corps  shaU 
at  any  time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  In  or  near 
the  District  of  Columbia.  All  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively 
employed  in  the  study  of  military  problems,  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the 
national  defense,  and  the  utilization  of  the  military  forces  In  time  of  war,  In 
Investigating  and  reporting  upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  of 
such  forces  for  service  in  peace  or  war  or  on  appropriate  General  Staff  duties 
in  connection  with  troops,  including  the  National  Guard,  or  as  military  attaches 
in  foreign  countries,  or  on  other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on 
which  they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly  employed ; 

and 

(B)  No  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Army  shall,  for  more  than  30  days  In 
any  calendar  year,  be  attached  to  or  assigned  to  duty  In  the  War  (Jollege  In 
any  capacity  other  than  that  of  president,  director,  instructor,  or  student, 
nor,  unless  a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  he  attached  to  or  employed  in 
the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Section  4  of  the  act  of  February  14, 1903  (32  Stat.,  831),  provides, 
inter  alia,  that — 

Acts  and  parts  of  acts  authorizing  alds-de-camp  and  mUltary  secretaries 
shall  not  apply  to  general  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 

The  provision  quoted  under  (A)  restricts  the  number  of  General 
Staff  omcers  that  may  be  employed  in  or  near  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  not  more  than  one-half  of  all  the  officers  detailed  in  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  Corps,  and  requires  that  they  shall  be  exclusively  employed 
as  set  forth  therein  with  the  express  prohibition  on  their  employment 
on  duties  of  an  administrative  nature. 

The  provision  under  (B)  forbids  the  employment  in  the  office  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  of  any  officer  not  a  member  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps;  and  in  view  of  the  above  quoted  provisions  of  section  4  of 
the  act  of  February  14,  1903,  there  is  no  special  authority  for  the 
emplojonent  of  an  officer  in  the  capacity  of  aid  or  military  secretary 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  such  as  could  be  construed  as  an  exception  to 
the  general  prohibition  in  the  defense  act. 

Answering  your  inquiries,  I  would  say  that  if  Capt.  Cootes  be 
continued  on  duty  as  a  General  iStaff  officer,  his  employment  as  pro- 
posed would  fall  within  the  prohibition  of  provision  (A)  above 
quoted,  and  that  if  relieved  from  duty  in  the  General  Staff  his  em- 
ployment in  the  desired  capacity  would  come  within  the  express  pro- 
hibition of  provision  (B),  quoted  above.  I  would  further  state  that 
no  officer  not  on  the  General  Staff  can  be  detailed  for  duty  in  your 
office  to  assist  you  in  the  investigation  and  study  of  questions  coming 
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fco  your  desk  for  action ;  and  that,  as  to  General  Staff  officers,  they  can 
only  be  employed  on  duties  which  are  not  of  an  administrative 
nature,  other  than  the  assistants  authorized  by  law. 

E.  H.  Crowdbr, 
Judge  Advocate  Oen&ral. 

War  Department, 
Offige  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington^  Jwne  15^  1916, 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Section  5  of  the  national-defense  act  states  with  reference  to  the 
duties  of  the  General  Staff: 

All  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shaU  be  exclusively  employed  in  tlie  study 
of  military  problems,  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the 
utilization  of  the  militarj-  forces  in  time  of  war,  in  investigating  and  reporting 
upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace 
or  v«rar,  or  on  appropriate  general  staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops,  includ- 
ing the  National  Guard,  or  as  military  attaches  in  foreign  countries,  or  on 
other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfuUy 
and  properly  employed:     *    ♦     * 

Provided  further.  That  the  organizations  heretofore  existing  in  or  in  con- 
nection with  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  under  the.  designations  of  the 
mobile  army  division  and  the  Coast  Artillery  Division  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
abolished  and  shall  not  be  reestablished.  The  business  heretofore  transacted 
in  said  divisions,  except  such  as  comes  clearly  within  the  general  powers  speci- 
fied in  and  conferred  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  organic 
act  of  Congress  approved  February  14,  1903,  is  hereby  transferred  as  follows, 
to  wit,  to  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  all  business  apportioned  to 
that  office  by  law  or  Army  regulations  at  the  time  of  the  creation  of  tjie  Coast 
Artillery  Division  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff;  to  the  Office  of  The 
Adjutant  General,  or  other  bureau  or  bureaus  concerned,  all  other  business; 
and,  subject  to  the  exercise  of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing 
powers  conferred  upon  members  of  the  Gteneral  Staff  Corps  by  the  act  of  Con- 
gress last  hereinbefore  dted,  the  business  transferred  J)y  this  proviso  to 
certain  bureaus  or  offices  shall  hereafter  be  transacted  exclusively  by  or  under 
the  direction  of  the  respective  heads  thereof.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

It  is  evident  that  it  was  the  belief  of  Congress  that  the  General 
Staff  was  spending  too  much  time  on  purely  administrative  duties, 
and  an  effort  has  been  made  in  the  above  quoted  extract  of  the  act 
approved  June  3,  1916,  to  limit  the  activities  of  the  General  Staff  in 
that  respect. 

As  the  phrase  "  administrative  duties  "  is  not  susceptible  of  exact 
definitions,  it  is  not  possible  to  know  just  what  Congress  had  in 
mind. 

The  organic  act  mentioned  in  the  act  of  Jime  3,  1916,  provides : 

Sec.  2.  That  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  *  ♦  ♦  to 
render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to  gen- 
eral officers  and  other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents  in  in- 
forming and  coordinating  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are  subject 
under  the  terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.    ♦    ♦     ♦ 

Sec.  4.  That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision 
of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  The  Adjutant  General's,  Inspector  GeneraFs, 
Judge  Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance 
Departments,  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall  perform 
such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  assigned 
to  him  by  the  President.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

It  is  clear  from  above-quoted  extracts  that  the  law  still  contemplates 
that  the  Chief  of  Staff,  unless  the  President  or  Secretary  of  War 
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direct  otherwise,  will  supervise  the  work  of  the  various  bureaus  of  the 
War  Department. 

In  order  to  carry  out  as  nearly  as  can  be  the  Intent  of  Congress  in 
transferring  administrative  duties  and  the  work  formerly  done  in  the 
Mobile  Army  Division  of  the  General  Staff  to  the  various  bureaus  of 
the  War  Department  and  at  the  same  time  retain  supervision  of  the 
bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  it  will  be  necessary  to  prescribe 
specific  rules  as  to  conduct  of  business,  so  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  and 
chiefs  of  bureaus  will  have  a  definite  understanding  as  to  their  respec- 
tive duties. 

The  law  does  not  require  and,  in  the  absence  of  such  requirement, 
it  is  believed  it  is  not  necessary  nor  advisable  to  modify  or  change  the 
existing  practice,  under  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  for 
bureau  chiefs  to  submit  their  views  and  recommendations  on  questions 
affecting  the  Army  through  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Personnel  matters  are  now  largely  regulated  by  specific  rules  pre- 
scribed by  the  Chief  of  Staff  acting  under  the  authority  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War. 

It  is  believed  when  these  rules  have  been  prescribed  the  execution  of 
them  becomes  an  administrative  question  and,  under  the  act  of  June 
3, 1916,  should  be  turned  over  to  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Army. 
There  is  nothing  to  prevent  such  limitations  being  placed  in  these 
rules  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  desire.  It  is  undoubtedly  advis- 
able that  such  details  as  commanders  of  service  schools,  military  at- 
tachfe,  and  regimental  commanders  be  submitted  in  each  case  to  the 
Chief  of  Staff  for  approval.  These  details  are  of  such  importance 
to  the  service  as  to  warrant  the  Chief  of  Staff,  who  is  the  represent- 
ative of  the  line  of  the  Army,  in  making  specific  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  in  each  case.  As  to  routine  requisitions 
and  requests  for  funds,  involving  an  expenditure  of  less  than  $500,  it 
is  thought  where  such  requests  have  been  approved  by  all  intermedi- 
ate commanders  and  the  chief  of  bureau  concerned  that  the  final 
action  becomes  routine  and  The  Adjutant  General  should  be  au- 
thorized to  approve  same  in  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  War  with- 
out submission  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Such  course  would  save  a  great 
deal  of  the  time  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  which  is  needed  for  study  of 
more  important  matters. 

Many  letters  are  received  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  Assistant  Secre- 
tary ojf  War,  Chief  of  Staff,  and  The  Adjutant  General  which  often 
have  only  an  indirect  bearing  on  Army  matters.  Many  of  these  let- 
ters require  an  examination  of  the  records  before  an  answer  can  be 
formulated.  Such  letters  should  be  answered  by  The  Adjutant  Gen- 
eral without  submission  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  If  such  letters  are 
from  public  oflScials,  such  as  Senators,  Congressmen,  or  governors  of 
States,  and  concern  subjects  which  it  is  evident  the  Secretary  of  War 
should  answer  personally,  the  replies  should  be  prepared  by  The 
Adjutant  General  for  the  signature  of  the  Secretary  or  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War. 

To  carry  out  the  course  of  procedure  above  outlined,  the  following 
recommendations  are  submitted : 

1.  Letters  received  in  the  oflSce  of  The  Adjutant  General  which 
relate  to  the  records  or  are  on  routine  matters,  the  proper  reply  to 
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which  has  been  indicated  in  previous  correspondence.  The  Adjutant 
General  will  make  reply  without  getting  approval  in  each  case.  If 
these  letters  are  from  public  officials,  .such  as  Senators  or  Congress- 
men, or  from  governors  of  States,  and  concern  subjects  which  it  is 
evident  the  Secretary  of  War  should  answer  personalljr,  proper  replies 
will  be  prepared  by  The  Adjutant  General  for  the  signature  of  tiie 
Secretary  of  War  or  Assistant  Secretary,  as  the  case  may  require. 

2.  The  following  rules  relative  to  personnel  matters  are  recom- 
mended : 

(a)  There  will  be  kept  in  The  Adjutant  General's  Office  a  roster 
for  foreign  service.  All  officers  not  on  detached  service  will  be 
placed  on  this  roster,  and  officers  will  not  be  placed  on  detached 
service  in  the  United  States  if  their  position  on  the  roster  indicates 
that  within  one  year  they  will  be  due  for  foreign  service. 

(6)  Officers  below  the  grade  of  colonel  going  to  or  returning  from 
foreign  service  will  be  assigned  to  regmients,  by  The  A(5'utant 
General,  in  such  way  as  to  keep  as  nearly  as  practicable  the  same 
number  of  officers  in  each  grade  available  for  duty  with  the  various 
regiments. 

(c)  When  a  regimental  commander  is  to  be  assigned  to  a  regi- 
ment a  list  of  colonels,  available  for  the  assignment,  will  be  sub- 
mitted by  The  Adjutant  General  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  instruc- 
tions. 

(d)  When  a  detail  is  to  be  made  as  military  attache,  commandant 
of  service  schools,  superintendent  or  commandant  at  West  Point,  or 
important  military  boards,  The  Adjutant  General  will  bring  the 
matter  to  be  Chief  of  Staff  for  instructions. 

(e)  In  case  of  details  to  the  staff  departments  or  bureaus,  or  for 
duty  with  the  Organized  Militia,  The  Adjutant  General^  or  one  of 
his  assistants,  wiU  jjersonally  present  the  recommendations  to  the 
Chief  of  Staff  or  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff  for  instructions. 

Wm.  S.  Gra\'es, 
Major^  General  Staffs  Sec7'etary. 


War  Departacent, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

June  19, 1916. 
Meniordandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

It  is  recommended  that  the  attached  memorandum  for  The  Adju- 
tant General  be  signed  for  the  following  reasons : 

1.  In  the  interests  of  efficiency  of  the  General  Staff  it  is  advisable 
to  know  what  officers  will  remain  on  the  General  Staff  after  the 
promotions  take  place  July  1. 

2.  The  Adjutant  General  should  be  informed  as  soon  as  possible 
what  promotions  will  result  on  July  1.  A  decision  as  to  the  General 
Staff  is  necessarj'  before  he  can  take  action  looking  to  promotion 
of  officers. 

Tasker  H.  Bliss, 
Major  General,  Assistant  to  Chief  of  Staff. 
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War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

June  19,  1916, 
Memorandum  for  The  Adjutant  General. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act,  ap- 
proved June  3,  1916,  the  Secretary  of  War  directs  that  those  con- 
cerned be  informed  that  all  oflBcers  who  are  at  present  detailed  in  the 
General  Staff  Corps  and  who  will  be  promoted  to  the  next  higher 
grade  on  July  1,  1916,  will  be  permitted  to  serve  out  the  period  of 
their  details. 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  Oeneral^  Chief  of  Staff. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington,  July  5, 1916, 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject:  Organization  and  functions  of  the  General  Staff. 

1.  Herewith  is  a  memorandum  prepared  hy  Maj.  J.  McA.  Palmer 
on  the  subject  stated.  I  concur  with  Maj.  Falmer  in  the  view  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  organic  or  any  other  law  regarding  the  func- 
tions of  the  General  Staff  to  warrant  the  belief  that  the  supervising 
and  coordinating  powers  conferred  on  the  Chief  of  Staff  can  be 
legally  exercised  by  the  body  of  the  General  Staff.  The  duties  of 
these  oflScers  are  clearly  laid  down  on  broad  lines  in  the  organic  act ; 
they  refer  essentially  to  war  preparation.  I  have  expressed  my  views 
in  some  detail  in  a  memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff,  dated  July  1, 
1916,  on  the  Reorganization  of  the  War  Department  General  Staff 
(WCD  639-129) : 

2.  I  believe  that  the  regulations  should  be  rewritten,  so  that  no 
misunderstanding'  can  arise  in  the  service  as  to  the  true  meaning  of 
the  organic  law.  One  object  of  the  new  law  is  to  confine  members  of 
the  General  Staff  Corps  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  duties  specified 
for  them  in  the  organic  act. 

3.  It  is  recommended  that  the  revision  of  the  Army  Regulations 
relating  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  be  assigned  to  a  special  com- 
mittee which  might  be  composed  of  an  oflScer  of  the  General  Staff,  one 
of  The  Adjutant  General's  Department,  and  one  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General's  Department.  It  is  further  recommnded  that  Maj. 
Palmer's  paper  be  referred  to  such  committee  for  consideration. 

M.  M.  Macomb, 
Brigadier  General,  Chief  of  War  College  Division, 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington,  June  22.  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  War  College  Division. 
Subject :  Organization  and  functions  of  the  General  Staff. 

1.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  act  approved  June  3,  1916,  provides 
for  certain  modifications  of  General  Staff  organization,  and  as  cer- 
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tain  phases  of  this  subject  are  already  receiving  the  consideration  of 
this  division,  the  undersigned  begs  leave  to  submit  the  foUowing^ 
views  with  reference  to  General  Staff  organization  with  the  request 
that  they  be  referred  to  the  General  Staff  for  consideration  if  deemed 
of  sufficient  importance. 

2.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  believed  that  there  is  some  confusion  of 
ideas  with  reference  to  the  functions  of  the  General  Staff^  which  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  legislation  of  1903  created  two  distinct  agen- 
cies. The  act  of  1903  created  the  General  Staff  as  a  new  corps  of 
the  Anny  and  defined  its  functions.  It  also  created  a  new  office, 
that  of  Chief  of  Staff,  having  certain  supervisory  and  coordinating 
powers  in  the  War  Department.  It  is  true  that  in  his  coordinating 
capacity  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  authorized  to  use  General  Staff  officers 
as  his  agents,  but  it  is  believed  that  a  careful  examination  of  the  law 
and  a  consideration  of  the  organization  and  functions  of  the  General 
Staff  in  other  countries  will  show  that  coordination  and  supervision 
under  the  law  is  a  function  not  of  the  General  Staff  but  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff. 

3.  The  chief  of  the  general  staff  of  the  German  Army  and  the 
great  general  staff  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  peace  ad- 
ministration of  the  German  Army.  In  time  of  peace  they  are  con- 
cerned peculiarly  and  strictly  with  preparations  for  war,  which  in- 
clude the  education  and  training  of  officers  and  the  perfection  of  the 
system  of  tactics  and  troop  leading  in  war.  Certain  general  staff 
officers  act  as  chiefs  of  staff  of  army  corps  and  other  military  com- 
mands, but  they  are  regarded  as  detached  from  the  great  general 
staff,  and  the  great  general  staff  as  such  has  nothing  to  do  with 
peace  administration. 

4.  It  is  believed  that  a  great  simplification  of  General  Staff  organi- 
zation would  result  if  we  take  into  consideration  these  two  entirely 
distinct  functions.  In  this  case  we  would  have  a  General  Staff 
proper  engaged  solely  in  the  performance  of  General  Staff  duties  as 
defined  by  law,  and  in  addition  thereto  we  would  have  the  office  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  as  a  coordinating  agency  in  the  War  Department. 
These  two  agencies  would  seem  to  have  entirely  distinct  duties  under 
the  law. 

5.  The  theory  that  coordination  and  supervision  are  not  specific 
functions  of  the  General  Staff  proper  is  confirmed  by  the  organization 
adopted  by  the  British  Government  in  1904,  when  the  imperial  gen- 
eral staff  was  created  as  a  new  agency  in  the  war  office.  In  this 
organization  the  chief  of  the  general  staff  was  placed  at  the  head  of  a 
new  department,  having  charge  of  military  operations  and  prepara- 
tions therefor.  He  was  to  be  supreme  in  this  department,  but  had  no 
control  over  any  other  department  of  the  British  war  office.  Other 
means  of  supervision  and  control  were  provided,  in  order  to  assure 
the  employment  of  the  new  general  staff  corps  upon  strictly  general 
staff  duties.  It  was  even  proposed  to  call  this  new  body  an  opera- 
tions staff,  in  order  to  avoid  a  misunderstanding  which  micrht  arise 
from  using  the  phrase  general  staff  as  an  equivalent  for  the  German 
general  staff. 

It  is  believed  that  the  assignment  of  supervisory  and  coordinating 
functions  to  the  Chief  of  tlie  General  Staff  as  provided  in  our  Gen- 
eral Staff  law  was  a  wise  and  necessary  arrangement,  considering 
our  form  of  Government  and  the  character  of  our  military  organi- 
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zation.  But  it  is  also  believed  that  the  assignment  of  a  supervising 
and  coordinating  function  to  the  chief  of  the  new  corps,  and  the 
authorization  to  use  General  Staff  officers  to  assist  him  in  that  ca- 
pacity, tended  to  divert  that  new  corps  from  a  full  development  of 
the  special  duties  for  which  it  was  created. 

6.  It  is  believed  that  a  correct  organization  should  rest  upon  a  dis- 
tinct recognition  of  these  two  principles:  First,  that  the  law  assimed 
certain  definite  duties  to  the  Greneral  Staff  proper,  and  that  these 
duties  did  not  include  a  supervision  and  coordination  of  the  War 
Department ;  second,  that  the  law  also  gave  to  the  Chief  of  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  certain  coordinate  and  supervising  power  and  authorized 
him  to  emplojr  certain  officers  of  the  General  Staff  to  assist  him  in 
this  coordinating  capacity.  In  other  words,  that  the  coordinating 
capacity  pertains  not  to  the  General  Staff  but  solely  to  the  Chief  of 
Staff  in  so  far  as  this  power  may  be  delegated  to  him  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  or  the  President. 

7.  If  this  view  is  correct,  then  it  would  seem  that  an  application 
of  the  following  rule  would  be  the  basis  of  proper  organization : 

(a)  Determine  what  duties  are  Genehil  Staff^ duties,  and,  so  far  as 
practicable,  confine  the  General  Staff  proper  strictly  and  exclusively 
to  these  duties. 

The  following  is  a  partial  list  of  subjects  which  seem  to  pertain 
peculiarly  to  the  General  Staff,  both  under  the  law  and  under  the 
custom  of  other  military  nations : 

Plans  for  the  defense  of  the  Nation  and  its  dependencies  and  for 
military  operations  in  all  possible  theaters  of  war. 

Preparation  of  plans  for  cooperation  between  the  land  and  naval 
forces. 

Plans  for  the  mobilization  and  strategic  construction  of  the  Eegu- 
lar  Army  and  other  military  forces. 

Preparation  of  recommendations  on  policy  governing  the  organiza- 
tion, training,  and  equipment  of  the  land  forces. 

Military  information. 

Training  of  the  military  forces. 

The  approval  of  drill  and  field-service  regulations. 

Preparation  of  policy  governing  the  education  of  regular  and  re- 
serve officers. 

Preparation  of  policy  governing  the  training  of  officers  for  Gen- 
eral Staff  duty. 

No  doubt  other  subjects  can  be  added  to  this  list,  but  it  is  believed 
that  these  are  all  strictly  General  Staff  duties  and  that  they  are  of 
sufficient  importance  to  engage  the  entire  attention  of  the  limited 
body  of  General  Staff  officers  available.  It  is  believed  that  in  creat- 
ing the  General  Staff  it  was  the  primary  intent  of  its  founders  to  pro- 
vide an  agency  for  the  consideration  of  these  subjects. 

(&)  Whenever  any  item  of  War  Department  business  comes  under 
settled  policy  or  pertains  by  law  exclusively  to  one  of  the  bureaus,  it 
should  oe  acted  on  by  the  bureau  concerned,  in  accordance  with  the 
policy  or  the  law,  and  should  not  be  referred  to  or  considered  by  the 
General  Staff  proper. 

(<?)  Whenever  tne  dispatch  of  any  War  Department  business  re- 
quires a  settlement  or  determination  of  policy,  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment concerned  should  present  the  question  of  policy  for  decision, 
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with  specific  recommendation  as  to  what  in  his  opinion  the  policy 
should  be.  This  should  be  referred  to  any  other  departments  con- 
cerned for  their  comment.  The  recommendation  and  comment  should 
then  be  submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  If  the  question  at  issue  is 
purely  administrative,  or  if  it  has  no  relation  to  war  plans,  military 
training,  or  other  peculiarly  General  Staff  function,  it  should  be 
acted  on  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  his  coordinating  capacity  without 
reference  to  the  General  Staff  proper.  If  the  question  at  issue  is  one 
affecting  the  peculiar  functions  of  the  Greneral  Staff,  it  should  be 
referred  to  the  General  Staff  proper  for  recommendation,  before  final 
decision. 

(fl?)  As  a  rule,  the  General  Staff  proper  should  not  initiate  anj 
business  except  such  as  pertains  to  its  special  functions.  When  it 
makes  recommendations  on  subjects  peculiarly  and  exclusively  within 
its  province,  the  Chief  of  Staff  should  recommend  approval  or  disap- 
proval without  reference  to  any  other  agency  in  the  War  Department. 
But  whenever  a  project  or  plan  originated  by  the  General  Staff 
affects  the  proper  functions  or  any  other  staff  department,  there  is  a 
question  of  coordination  to  be  settled  before  approval.  In  this  case 
tne  project  should  be  submitted  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  the  other 
bureaus  concerned  for  their  comment  and  recommendation.  If  they 
concur,  coordination  is  complete.  If  there  is  a  nonconcurrence,  then 
the  issue  so  joined  must  be  decided  .bv,  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
should  be  brought  before  him  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  his  coordinat- 
ing capacity.  In  this  case  the  final  settlement  of  the  policy  on  a 
scientific  basis  can  only  be  accomplished  by  reference  of  both' points 
of  view  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  In  a  case  of  this  kind  the  view  of 
the  General  Staff,  though  it  pertains  to  the  war  efficiency  of  the 
Nation  and  is  entitled  to  the  greatest  weight,  is  only  an  ex  parte  view. 
The  decision  is  for  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  JPresident  and  not 
with  the  Greneral  Staff.  If  the  Secretary  of  War  decides  the  issue 
on  a  full  showing  on  both  sides  of  the  controversy,  then  his  decision 
becomes  final  and  constitutes  policy. 

8.  The  two  theories  of  General  Staff  organization  are  shown 
graphically  in  figures  1  and  2,  attached. 

Fig.  1  is  based  on  the  prevalent  theory  that  the  General  Staff  is 
a  coordinating  agency  as  a  war-preparing  agency.  This  is  not  only 
inconsistent  with  the  intent  of  the  law  but  prevents  the  full  develop- 
ment of  General  Staff  functions  proper. 

Unless  there  is  a  distinct  cleavage  between  the  two  functions  and 
a  distinct  assignment  of  different  personnel  to  each  of  the  two  func- 
tions, the  coordinating  function  must  encroach  upon  the  General 
Staff  function  proper. 

Fig.  2  illustrates  the  theory  that  the  General  Staff  was  created 
to  perform  General  Staff  functions  proper  as  defined  by  law. 

The  CMef  of  Staff  and  not  the  General  Staff  was  given  certain 
coordinating  and  supervisory  functions.  General  Staff  officers  may 
be  lawfully  detailed  to  assist  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  the  exercise  of  his 
coordinating  functions,  but  when  so  detailed  it  should  be  considered 
that  they  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  detached  from  the  General 
Staff  proper. 

J.  McA.  Palmer, 
MajoT^  Oeneml  Staff. 
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War  Department, 
Office  of  tiie  Chief  of  Staff, 

Jwne  9, 1916. 
Memorandum  for  Chief  War  College  Division : 

The  Chief  of  Staff  directs  me  to  send  you  the  accompanying 
memorandum  relative  to  the  employment  of  General  Stan  officers 
and  to  state  that  he  desires  a  report  thereon  as  promptly  as  can  be 
made. 

Wm.  S.  Graves, 
MajoVj  Oeneral  Staffs  Secretary. 

June  9, 1916. 
Memorandum. 
Subject :  Employment  of  General  Staff  officers. 

1.  Section  5  of  the  recently  enacted  national  defense  act  carries, 
inter  alia,  the  following  provision  respecting  the  employment  of 
officers  of  the  General  Staflf  Corps : 

All  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively  employed  in  the  study 
of  military  problems,  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense,  and 
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the  utilization  of  the  military  forces  in  time  of  war,  in  Investigating  and  report- 
ing upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in 
peace  or  war,  or  on  appropriate  General  Staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops, 
including  the  National  Guard,  or  as  military  attach^  in  foreign  countries,  or 
on  other  duties,  not  of  an  administpatlve  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfully 
and  properly  employed. 

******* 

Provided  further.  That  the  organizations  heretofore  existing  in  or  in  connec- 
tion with  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  under  the  designations  of  the  Mobile 
Army  Division  and  the  Coast  Artillery  Division  be,  and  they  are  hereby, 
abolished.  The  business  heretofore  transacted  in  said  divisions,  except  such  as 
comes  clearly  within  the  general  powers  specified  in  and  conferred  upon  mem- 
bers of  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  organic  act  of  Congress  approved  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1903,  is  hereby  transferred  as  follows,  to  \^dt:  To  the  office  of  the 
Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  all  business  apportioned  to  that  office  by  law  or  Army 
Regulations  at  the  time  of  the  creation  of  ^he  Coast  Artillery  Division  of  the 
office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff ;  to  the  office  of  The  Adjutant  General  of  oth^r 
bureau  or  bureaus  concerned,  all  other  business;  and,  subject  to  tJie  exercise 
of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers  conferred  upon  members 
of  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  act  of  Congress  last  hereinbefore  cited,  the 
business  transferred  by  this  proviso  to  certain  bureaus  or  offices  3hall  here- 
after be  transacted  exclusively  by  or  under  the  direction  of  the  respective 
heads  thereof. 

*  ♦  ♦  t.  «  ♦  * 

Provided  further.  That  all  pay  and  allowances  shall  be  forfeited  by  any 
superior  for  any  period  during  which,  by  his  order  or  his  permission,  or  by 
reason  of  his  neglect,  any  subordinate  shall  violate  any  of  the  foregoing  provi- 
sions of  this  section. 

The  organic  act  creating  the  General  Staff,  to  which  reference  is 
made  above,  defined  its  duties  as  follows : 

The  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  to  prepare  plans  for  the  na- 
tional defense  and  for  the  mobilization  of  the  military  forces  in  time  of  war; 
to  investigate  and  report  upon  all  questions  affecting  the  efficiency  of  the  Army 
and  Its  state  of  preparation  for  military  operations ;  to  render  professional  aid 
and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to  general  officers  and  other 
superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents  in  Informing  and  coordinating 
the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are  subject  under  the  terms  of  this 
act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff;  and  to  perform  such  other  mili- 
tary duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  pre- 
scribed by  the  President.     (Sec.  2,  act  of  Feb.  14,  1903;  32  Stat,  831.) 

Article  LVIII,  Army  Regulations,  paragraphs  752-773,  inclusive, 
further  define  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  under  the  provisions 
of  the  organic  act  last  above  (Quoted. 

2.  The  provisions  of  the  national  defense  act  quoted  herein  assume 
that  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  have  been  participating  in 
administrative  work  over  and  beyond  the  participation  necessary  in 
the  exercise  of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers 
vested  in  them  by  statute  law.  It  is  necessary  in  determining  the 
execution  which  the  act  should  receive  that  it  should  be  stated,  as 
definitely  as  possible,  what  admanistrative  work  the  General  Staff 
has  heretofore  been  performing,  and  further  necessary  to  define  the 
phrase  "  duties  of  an  administrative  nature." 

3.  It^  is  therefore  directed  that  you  cause  to  be  made,  as  promptly 
as  possible,  a  study  of  the  general  subject  matter  of  this  communi- 
cation, and  report  (a)  what  duties  of  an  administrative  nature  were 
being  performed  by  General  Staff  officers  on  the  date  of  the  approval 
of  the  national  defense  act,  June  3,  1916;  (h)  whether  such  partici- 
pation in  administrative  work  by  General  Staff  officers  was  limited 
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strictly  to  that  which  was  necessary  in  the  exercise  of  their  super- 
vising, coordinating  and  informing  powers,  or  whether  it  extended  to 
the  complete  performance  of  administrative  tasks;  (c)  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Greneral  Staff,  constitute  duties  of  an  administrative 
character  the  performance  or  which  by  General  Staff  officers  is  pro- 
hibited by  the  provisions  of  the  national  defense  act  5  (d)  what  execu- 
tion the  recently  enacted  national  defense  act  requires  in  respect  of 
curtailment  of  administrative  work  performed  by  officers  of  the 
General  Staff. 

War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington^  July  13^  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject :  Employment  of  General  Staff  Officers. 

1.  Herewith  are  extract  copies  of  a  memorandum  by  the  Acting 
Quartermaster  Greneral  regarding  this  matter,  July  11,  1916,  which 
it  is  recommended  be  attached  to  W.  C.  D.  639-114,  July  1,  1916,  on 
this  subject. 

2.  The  memorandum  of  the  Acting  Quartermaster  Greneral,  re- 
ceived after  W.  C.  D.  639-114  was  submitted,  does  not  require  any 
change  in  the  latter,  except  to  make  this  addition. 

M.  M.  Macxjmb, 
Brigadier  General^  Chief  of  'War  College  Division. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Quartermaster  General  of  the  Abmy, 

Washington^  July  11^  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

1.  Referring  to  the  memoranda  of  the  Chief  of  the  War  College 
Division  dated  June  10  and  18,  1916,  an  examination  of  the  records 
of  this  office  has  been  made.  The  clerical  force  is  unusually  busy  at 
this  time  and  a  complete  analysis  of  all  the  administrative  duties 
since  the  organic  act  of  Congress  approved  February  14,  1903,  per- 
taining to  the  Quartermaster  Corps  and  upon  which  action  has  been 
taken  by  higher  authority  is  out  of  the  question  within  the  limited 
time  permitted.  It  is  not  believed  that  records  on  file  in  his  office 
would  generally  show  what  administrative  duties,  if  anv,  the  officers 
of  the  General  Staff  may  have  been  engaged  upon,  such  matters,  as 
a  rule,  not  being  of  record  in  this  office.  The  one  instance  hereinaf- 
ter cited  appeai-s  to  fall  within  the  provisions  of  the  memorandum  of 
June  10,  1916,  from  the  chief  of  the  War  College  Division. 

2.  The  instance  referred  to  concerns  the  fitting  out  of  chartered 
transports  for  the  accommodation  of  troops  in  1914  (reference  453- 
052,  Nov;  22,  1913,  Chief,  Quartermaster  Corps  [571-5]. 

3.  A  summary  of  the  case  is  that  on  March  16,  1913,  the  Quarter- 
master General  submitted  a  memorandum  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  rec- 
ommending the  manner  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  fit  out  char- 
tered transports  for  the  movement  of  troops  overseas.  On  Febru- 
ary 18, 1914,  the  Quartermaster  Greneral  received  direction  to  fit  out 
the  chartered  transports  conforming  to  a  plan  prepared  by  an  officer 
of  the  General  Staff.    On  May  27,  1914,  and  June  5,  1914,  the  corn- 
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manding  general.  Second  Division,  and  the  Chief  Surgeon  of  the 
Army,  respectively,  reported  adversely  on  the  installations  of  ham- 
mocks and  cots  that  had  been  made,  and  later,  on  July  18,  1914,  the 
recommendations  of  the  Quartermaster  General  in  regard  to  the  in- 
stallations of  standees  and  bunk  bottoms  as  originally  planned,  were 
approved  and  steps  were  taken  to  refit  the  chartered  transports  as 
recommended. 

The  preparation  of  suitable  plans  for  the  outfitting  of  transports 
is  believed  to  be  an  administrative  duty  pertaining  to  the  Office  of 
the  Quartermaster  General. 

Henry  G.  Sharpe, 
Brigadier  General^  Quartermaster  Corps^ 

Acting  Quartermaster  General. 


War  Department, 

Ol-TICE  OF  THE  ChIEF  OF    StAFF, 

Was  fling  to7)^  July  IS^  1916, 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject :  Employment  of  General  Staff  officers. 

1.  Herewith  are  copies  of  a  memorandum  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance on  this  subject,  July  7,  1916,  which  it  is  recommended  be  at- 
tached to  W.  C.  D.  639-114,  Julv  1,  1916,  on  the  same  subject. 

2.  The  memorandum  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  received  after 
W.  C.  D.  639-114  was  submitted,  does  not  necessitate  any  change  in 
the  latter,  except  to  make  this  addition. 

•  M.  M.  Macomb, 

Brigadier  General^  Chief  of  War  College  Division, 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Waskingtoii^  July  7,  1916, 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  the  War  College  Division. 
Subject :  Employment  of  General  Staff  officers. 

In  reply  to  the  memoranda  of  June  10  and  June  18,  1916  (O.  O. 
321.1/1  and  321.1/2),  concernine:  the  above-mentioned  subject,  I  can 
say  that  there  has  been  very  little  assumption  of  administrative  duty 
properly  pertaining  to  this  department  by  members  of  the  General 
Staff  other  than  the  Chief  of  Staff.  In  so  far  as  my  memory  now 
serves  me,  the  cases  in  which  I  think  the  General  Staff  has  performed 
administrative  fimctions  with  reference  to  the  Ordnance  Department 
can  all  be  included  in  one  class. 

In  performing  the  duties  of  design  and  supply  of  fighting  ma- 
terial devolved  upon  it  by  section  1164,  Revised  Statutes,  the  Ord- 
nance Department  from  time  to  time  finds  it  appropriate  to  requevSt 
assistance  from  some  otlier  branch  of  the  service,  and  the  requests 
for  assistance  are  usually  met  by  orders  issued  from  The  Adjutant 
General's  office  for  the  performance  of  the  particular  things  re- 
quested by  the  Ordnance  Department  and  the  submission  of  reports 
of  the  results.  Illustrations  are  the  trial  at  one  of  the  service  schools, 
or  in  organizations,  of  sights,  artillery  harness,  forms  of  anmiunition, 
etc.  When  reports  of  the  results  of  the  trial  of  experimental  ma- 
terial thus  furnished  by  the  Ordnance  Department  are  received  by 
The  Adjutant  Generafs  office  it  has  been  the  frequent  practice  to 
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refer  them  to  some  office  of  the  General  Staff,  instead  of  transmitting 
them  directly  to  this  department,  for  whose  information  they  were 
obtained ;  and  these  reports  have  often  first  reached  this  department 
with  instructions  as  to  what  further  should  be  done  in  the  premises, 
issued  pursuant  to  memoranda  for  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  the  General 
Staff  office  to  which  the  matters  had  been  referred.  There  have  been 
instances  in  which  such  papers,  after  having  been  referred  to  the 
War  College  Division,  have  been  sent  directly  to  this  office  for  recom- 
mendation as  to  the  instructions  which  should  be  recommended  by 
that  division  for  issue.  These  requests  would  seem  to  recognize  that 
the  subject  was  included  within  the  province  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment, and  was  handled  by  the  War  College  Division  because  of 
instructions  to  do  so. 

In  such  cases  as  these  I  think  the  Ordnance  Department  should 
handle  the  subject  and  should  present  such  conclusions  as  ought  to 
be  presented  to  the  War  Department  if  its  personnel  and  facilities 
would  permit.  The  necessity  for  securing  assistance  beyond  its  own 
control  ought  not  to  i^esult  in  taking  the  subject  involved  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Ordnance  Department  at  an  incomplete  stage. 

Section  5  of  the  act  of  June  3,  1916,  prohibits  the  performance  of 
administrative  work  by  any  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps, 
and  makes  no  exception  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  This  involves  a  funda- 
mental alteration  in  the  method  of  administering  the  Army  which 
has  been  followed  since  the  passage  of  the  General  Staff  act  in  1003. 
In  accordance  with  what  has  always  been  suppotied  to  be  che  inten- 
tion of  that  act  the  Army  at  large  has  been  administered  by  the  Cliief 
of  Staff  under  the  Secretary  of  War.  This  is  not  the  case  in  all 
countries.  In  the  English  service,  I  think,  the  army  is  administered, 
under  the  secretary  of  state  for  war,  by  the  adjutant  general,  who 
not  only  issues  orders  but  determines  what  those  orders  shall  be, 
and  has  no  military  superior  except  the  body  known  as  the  army 
council,  of  which  he  is  a  member.  The  chief  of  the  general  staff 
has,  in  time  of  peace,  duties  very  similar  to  those  performed  by  our 
Chief  of  the  War  College  Division  of  the  General  Staff.  There  has 
been  some  change  of  procedure  since  the  be^nning  of  the  present 
European  war,  but  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain  just  what  it  is.  In  the 
English  service  also  the  heads  of  the  other  staff  depaitments  have 
no  military  superiors  except  the  army  council,  of  which  they  are 
members,  although  they  are  all  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  secretary 
of  state  for  war,  who  also  is  the  president  of  the  army  council. 
Under  the  English  system  it  is  thus  seen  that  there  is  no  single  ad- 
ministrative head  of  the  army,  unless  the  secretary  of  state  for  war 
be  considered  such,  and  that  official  does  much  less  administrative 
work  than  does  our  Secretary  of  War. 

Our  Army  has  always  been  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  for  a  number  of  years  an  officer  was 
assigned  to  the  command  of  the  Army,  even  in  time  of  peace.  That 
officer,  however,  did  not  command  or  administer  the  Army.  The  offi- 
cer who  aided  the  Secretary  of  War  as  an  administrative  officer 
was,  until  the  creation  of  the  office  of  Chief  of  Staff,  The  Adjutant 
(xeneral,  who,  with  reference  to  the  Army  at  large  other  than  the 
staff  departments,  was  in  very  much  the  relation  to  the  Secretarv  of 
War  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  has  been  since  1903. 
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Our  Chief  of  Staff  practically  combines  the  functions  of  the  chief 
of  the  general  staff  and  the  adjutant  general  in  the  Britfish  service, 
and  in  addition,  exercises  supervision  over  the  staff  departments. 
The  functional  authority  of  our  Chief  of  Staff  is  in  the  British  serv- 
ice vested  in  the  army  council.  In  a  service  where  as  much  admin- 
istrative work  is  demanded  of  the  Secretary  of  War  as  has  alwavs 
pertained  to  his  office  in  this  country,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
administrative  assistance  which  he  could  get  from  a  body  like  the 
army  council,  in  matters  which  require  coordination,  would  be  equal 
to  that  which  he  now  gets  from  the  Chief  of  Staff;  and  as  nothing 
like  the  army  coimcil  has  been  created  in  our  service  it  is  difficult 
for  me  to  perceive  how  the  administrative  duties  now  performed  by 
the  Chief  of  Statf  could  be  undertaken  by  any  other  officer.  It  may 
be  that  I  misapprehend  the  requirement  of  section  5  of  the  act  of 
June  3,  1916,  and  that  administrative  work  by  the  Chief  of  Staff 
is  not  prohibited.  I  do  not,  therefore,  offer  any  solution  of  the  prob- 
lem of  administration  of  the  Army  by  the  Secretary  of  War  without 
the  assistance  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

William  Crozier, 
Bngadhr  General^  CMef  of  Ordnance^ 

United  States  Ar^ny. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington^  July  8^  1916, 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Subject:  The  personnel  of  the  detailed  General  Staff  and  its  distribu- 
tion under  the  act  of  June  3,  1916. 

1.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  laws  in  force  previous  to  June  3, 
1916,  the  General  Staff  Corps  included  2  general  officers,  members  ex 
officio,  whose  duties  required  them  to  be  stationed  in  Washiiigtou^ 
and  a  detailed  personnel  consisting  of  2  general  officers,  4  colonels, 
6  lieutenant  colonels,  12  majors,  and  12  captains.  The  national-de- 
fense act  of  June  3,  1916,  makes  no  change  in  the  status  of  the  ex 
officio  members,  but  increases  the  detailed  personnel  by  1  general 
officer,  6  colonels,  4  lieutenant  colonels,  3  majors,  and  5  captains, 
or  19  in  all,  and  provides  that  this  increase  be  made  in  five  annual 
increments  beginning  with  July  1,  1916.  Therefore,  on  July  1, 
1920,  the  authorized  number  of  officers  detailed  on  the  General  Staff 
would  consist  of  3  general  officers,  10  colonels,  10  lieutenant  colonels, 
15  majors,  and  17  captains,  a  total  of  55.  This  result  is  shown  in  the 
subjoined  table: 


Table  I.— Authorized  increase 

of  the  General  Staff 

Grades. 

Number 
authcr- 
ixed  June 
30,  1916. 

Annual  increments  July  1 
each  year. 

Total  au- 
thorized 
increase. 

Number 
author- 
ized July 
1,1920. 

1916 

1917 

1918 

1919 

1920 

Genpral  officers 

2 
4 

ft 
12 
12 

6 
4 
3 
5 

3 

Crionel? 

Lieutenant  colonels 

1 

I 

2 

1 

1 

1 

'i 

1 
1 

10 
10 

Mnjors 

1      "l 

15 

Captain? . .                                       ... 

17 

Total 

36 

5          3 

4 

3 

4 

19 

55 
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2.  It  is  exceedingly  important  that  there  should  be  under  the  imme- 
diate direction  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  both  in  peace  and  in  war,  the 
most  efficient  body  of  military  advisers  that  can  be  given  him  by  the 
President.  It  is,  therefore,  worthy  of  note  that  the  act  of  June  3, 
1916,  limits  the  power  of  the  President  to  assign  officers  of  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  to  duty  or  station  by  providing  that-r- 

Not  more  than  one-half  of  all  the  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  at  any 
time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  In  or  near  the 
District  of  CJolumbia. 

This  means  that  only  one-half,  or  less,  of  all  the  detailed  General 
Staff  are  available  for  duty  in  Washington,  leaving  one-half  or  more 
available  for  stations  and  duties  away  from  that  city. 

The  first  category  includes  those  officers  whose  duties  are  per- 
formed under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  known 
collectively  as  the  War  Department  General  Staff,  in  contradistinc- 
tion to  those  officers  assigned  to  duty  with  commanders  of  territorial 
departments  or  of  the  higher  tactical  imits  who  are  denominated  the 
General  Staff  serving  with  troops.  The  subjoined  table  shows  the 
exact  number  in  each  category  fiiat  will  be  available  in  each  fiscal 
year  during  the  period  from  July  1,  1916,  to  July  1,  1920.  The 
increase  granted  by  the  new  law  goes  to  the  Greneral  Staff  serving 
with  troops.  The  personnel  of  the  War  Department  contingent  will 
never  reach  its  previous  quota  of  29. 

Table  II. — General  Staff  personnel  authorized  in  each  grade  each  fiscal  year 
from  July  i,  1916,  to  July  i,  1920, 


Grades. 


Total 


Ftrst. 


June 30,    ,   '^ 
1916.       increase. 


Total  for  fiscal  ywr  191^17. 


July  1, 
1916. 


WarDe- 
portment. 


With 
troops. 


Oeneral  offlrers 

Colcnels 

Lieutenant  colonels 

Majors 

Captains 

Total 


5  ; 


20 


Grades. 


Total  for  ascal  year  1917-18. 


July  1,     War  I)e-      With 
1917.      partment.    troop?. 


General  officers 

Colonels 

Lieutenant  colonels. 

M^nrs 

Captains 

Total 


22  , 
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Table  II. — General  Staff  personnel  authorized  in  each  grade  each  fiscal  year 
from  July  i,  1916^  to  July  i,  1920 — Continued. 


Total 

June  30, 

1918. 

Third 
Increase. 

Total  tor  fiscal  year  191»-19. 

Grades. 

July  1, 
1918. 

War  De- 
partment. 

With 

troops. 

General  officers 

3 

6 
8 
13 
14 

3 
8 
8 
14 
15 

3 
4 
3 

7 
7 

Colonels 

2 

4 

Lieutenant  colonels 

6 

Majors 

1 
1 

7 

Captftin''---         .              ... 

8 

Total 

44 

4 

48 

24 

24 

Total 

June  30, 

1919. 

Fourth 
increase. 

Total  for  fiscal  year  1919-20. 

Grades. 

July  1, 
1919. 

War  De- 
partment. 

With 

troops. 

General  officers 

3 
8 
8 
14 
15 

3 
9 
9 
14 
16 

3 
4 
4 
7 

7 

Colonels 

1 
1 

5 

Lieutenant  colonels 

6 

Majors 

7 

Captains 

1 

9 

Total 

48 

3 

61 

26 

26 

Total 

June  30, 

1920. 

Fifth 
Increase. 

Total  for  fiscal  year  1920-21. 

Grades. 

July  1, 
1920. 

WarDe- 
partment. 

With 
troops. 

General  officers 

3 
9 
9 
14 
16 

3 

10 
10 
15 
17 

3 
4 

6 

7 
8 

Colonels 

6 

LiAntATiant  col^n^ls . . 

6 

Majors 

8 

Cj^ptftins    , 

9 

Total 

61 

4 

65 

27 

28 

3.  Five  years  is  a  long  period  over  which  to  spread  the  small  in- 
crease of  19  officers  authorized  by  this  aot,  especiallv  when  it 
is  generally  conceded  that  the  personnel  of  the  General  Staff  has 
always  been  too  small  to  enable  it  to  properly  perform  the  duties 
with  which  it  is  specifically  charged.  The  act  itself  creates  an  emer- 
gency by  entirely  reorgamzing  our  land  forces,  thereby  bringing  up 
problems  that  require  for  their  correct  solution  the  concentrated 
effort  of  the  whole  General  Staff  authorized.  The  stress  upon  this 
body  is  going  to  continue  throughout  this  formative  stage  and  is 
especially  onerous  at  the  present  time  when  quick  and  correct  action 
is  essential.  In  addition  to  this  formative  work  there  is  the  extra 
labor  consequent  upon  the  disturbed  conditions  along  our  southern 
border  and  that  imposed  by  the  European  war.  New  lessons  are  to 
be  learned  daily.  We  have  sent  abservers  abroad  to  gather  data  for 
us  but  have  not  provided  the  personnel  to  digest  the  information  they 
are  furnishing.  We  have  a  unique  opportumty  to  get  information  of 
vital  importance  to  us  during  trie  conditions  now  existing  along  our 
border.  Here  is  a  most  prolific  field  for  military  observers.  In  this 
case  they  should  be  members  of  our  General  Staff.    We  have  sent 
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none  to  study  the  conditions  or  to  make  a  permanent  record  of  the 
experiences  so  vital  to  our  future  development  on  lines  suited  to  oper- 
ations in  the  terrain  adjacent  to  our  southern  border. 

4.  The  adoption  of  the  general  policy  of  building  up  our  new 
Army  in  five  increments  is  undoubtedly  wise.  Deliberation  is  nec- 
essary to  insure  a  strong  healthy  development  of  the  body  of  our  new 
force  without  undesirable  excresences  that  would  need  pruning  later. 
It  should  be  adhered  to  unless  some  exigency  demands  quicker  action 
in  special  cases  to  be  decided  on  their  merits.  The  act  provides  for 
just  such  contingencies  and  authorizes  the  President  to  immediately 
organize  the  entire  increase  authorized  or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  in  the  event  of  actual  or  threatened  war  or  similar 
emergency  in  which  the  public  safety  demands  it.  While  present 
conditions  do  not  require  us  to  plunge  into  the  difficult  and  perhaps 
impossible  task  of  immediately  expanding  the  whole  Army  to  tne 
full  extent  authorized,  the  case  is  very  different  with  the  expansion 
of  the  General  Staff  for  which  a  total  increase  of  only  22  per  cent 
above  its  original  stren^h  in  1903  is  proposed  and  for  which  the 
trained  personnel  is  available.  The  country  is  now  passing  through 
a  critical  stage  in  its  military  development  and  if  there  ever  was  a 
time  when  the  public  safety  demands  a  thorough  and  scientific  study 
of  defense  measures,  that  time  is  the  present.  The  bodv  of  officers 
designed  by  law  to  make  such  studies  is  the  General  Staff.  It  should 
at  once  be  brought  to  the  greatest  state  of  efficiency  possible  under 
the  law.  In  view  of  what  has  been  stated  it  is  believed  that  the'entire 
increase  authorized  in  the  General  Staff  should  be  made  during  the 
present  fiscal  year. 

5.  The  duties  of  the  War  Department  General  Staff  have  been  set 
forth  in  considerable  detail  in  a  memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff 
dated  July  1, 1916  (W.  C.  D.  639-129)  and  an  organization  calculated 
to  secure  the  performance  of  such  legitimate  General  Staff  work  sug- 
gested therein  showing  clearly  that  we  ought  to  have  now  performing 
these  duties  all  the  27  officers  authorized.  But  this  can  not  be  ar- 
ranged under  the  law  without  making  available  at  the  same  time 
the  full  number  of  28  authorized  for  use  with  troops.  In  order  to 
show  clearly  how  and  where  these  officers  might  be  utilized,  the  sub- 
joined table  has  been  prepared,  based  primarily  upon  the  require- 
ments of  our  territorial  commands. 

Table  III. — General  Staff  for  service  with  troops. 


Territorial  oommands. 

Grades. 

PhiUp- 

pine 

Depwt- 

ment. 

Ha- 
waiian 
Depart- 
ment. 

Pana- 
ma. 

East- 
em 
Depart 
ment. 

Central 
Depart- 
ment. 

West- 
em 
Depart- 
ment. 

South- 
era 
Depart- 
ment. 

Proposed 

departments. 

Total. 

Colonels 

»1 

U 

«i 

«1 
•  1 
<1 

U 

11 

»  1 
«1 
»1 

0 

LieiitenAnt  colonels- 

»1 
«1 

U 

5 

Majors 

»1 

•  1 

•  1 
»1 

»i 

8 

Ci^tains 

Ml        <1 

*l  \        ti 

9 

Total 

3  1         3 

3  j           4 

3  1          3  1          4 

3 

2 

28 

1  Chief  of  Staff. 

'  Intelligence  officers. 


'Militia  officer. 

4  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
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If  we  had  these  officers  available  to-day,  they  could  be  doing  Gen- 
eral Staff  work  of  immense  value  to  the  service.  It  is  believed  they 
are  just  as  necessary  at  this  time  as  the  War  Department  contingent. 

6.  It  is  therefore  recommended  that  serious  consideration  be  given 
to  the  question  of  at  once  increasing  the  strength  of  the  General  Staff 
to  the  full  number  of  55  officers,  autnorized  under  the  law. 

It  is  further  recommended  that  this  paper  be  referred  for  consid- 
eration to  any  committee  or  board  that  may  be  appointed  to  deter- 
mine the  proper  organization  of  the  General  Staff  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  approved  June  3, 1916. 

LI3IITATI0NS  ON  THE  POWERS  OF  THE  PRESIDENT. 

1.  In  addition  to  the  limitations  placed  upon  the  power  of  the  Presi- 
dent by  the  national  defense  act,  approved  June  3, 1916,  in  regard  to 
stationing  or  assigning  to  duty  in  or  near  the  District  of  Columbia 
officers  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps,  to  which  attention  has 
been  invited  in  paragraph  2  of  this  memorandum,  he  is  still  further  re- 
stricted in  regard  to  employment  of  officers  by  the  provision  requiring 
that  "  no  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Army  shall,  for  more  than  30 
days  in  any  calendar  year,  *  *  *  unless  a  member  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps,  be  attached  to  or  employed  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Staff." 

This  makes  it  impossible,  either  in  peace  or  war,  to  augment  the 
meager  War  Department  General  Staff  by  utilizing  line  officers  whose 
abilities  would  enable  them  to  render  important  service  in  time  of 
need.  It  also  prevents  officers  being  tried  out  for  General  Staff  duty 
or  being  put  under  training  for  special  duty  like  that  of  military 
attache  for  over  30  days  in  any  calendar  year,  which  may  be  too  short 
a  period  for  the  purpose. 

2.  Such  limitations  upon  the  power  of  the  Executive  in  regard  to 
the  employment  of  officers  might  possibly  be  considered  unconstitu- 
tional and  void.  The  law  provides  a  penalty  for  noncompliance  with 
any  of  the  provisions  of  section  5,  referring  to  the  General  Staff  Corps 
in  the  following  language : 

That  all  pay  and  allowances  shall  be  forfeited  by  any  superior  for  any  period 
during  which,  by  his  order  or  his  permission,  or  by  reason  of  his  neglect,  any  sub- 
ordinate shall  violate  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

The  words  "  any  superior  "  evidently  include  the  President,  and  yet 
it  must  be  conceded  that  some  sudden  emergency  mirfit  arise  requiring 
the  President  to  direct  the  employment  of  certain  officers  in  a  manner 
not  contemplated  by  this  act.  In  other  words,  in  exercising  his  pre- 
rogative as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  he  might  feel  com- 
f)eried,  in  the  interests  of  the  public  service,  to  violate  the  letter  of  the 
aw.  Does  anyone  suppose  that  there  would  be  any  attempt  to  enforce 
the  penalty  in  his  case  or  in  the  case  of  the  Secretary  of  War  acting 
for  the  President? 

3.  It  would,  of  course,  be  enforced  in  the  case  of  the  Chief  of  Staff 
or  of  any  subordinate  officer.  The  ultimate  effect  of  the  law  then  is  to 
make  it  impossible  for  anyone  but  the  President  (or  the  Secretary  of 
War  acting  for  him)  to  act  on  such  emergency  cases.  Any  attempt 
to  enforce  the  penalty  against  the  Commander  in  Chief  would  prob- 
ably cause  a  reference  of  the  whole  matter  to  the  Supreme  Court  to 
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decide  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  law.    It  is  not  believed  that 
the  legal  authorities  would  bring  this  necessity  about. 

PKEPABATION  OF  TABIiE  H. 

In  preparing  Table  II  it  has  been  found  convenient  to  assume  that 
the  number  of  General  Staff  officers  of  each  grade  employed  in  or 
near  the  District  of  Columbia  will  be  as  nearly  as  may  be  one-half 
the  total  number  allowed  by  law  in  that  grade  at  any  time.  The  law 
does  not  prescribe  thisproportion,  but  it  accords  well  with  the  duties 
required  Doth  of  the  Greneral  Staff  with  troops  (Table  HI)  and  of 
the  War  Department  General  Staff  under  the  scheme  of  organization 
by  sections  as  outlined  in  a  memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff  dated 
July  1,  1916  (W.  C.  D.  639-129 >.  The  proportion  is  bound  to  fluc- 
tuate, due  to  promotions  and  exigencies  of  the  service,  but  it  is  believed 
the  half-and-half  standard  is  probably  the  best  and  fairest  one  to 
follow  as  a  general  ^ide,  remembering  that  the  War  Department, 
by  law,  gets  the  services  of  three  general  officers  and  the  Director, 
Army  War  College  (a  field  officer). 

To  summarize,  we  would  have  eventually: 


Where  assigned. 

General 
officers. 

Cclcnels. 

Lieu- 
tenant 
colonels. 

M^or?, 

Cap- 
tains. 

Total. 

War  Department 

3 

4 

6 

5 
5 

7 
8 

8 
9 

27 

With  troops 

28 

Total 

3 

10 

10 

15 

17 

55 

M.  M.  Macomb, 
Brigadier  General^  Chief  of  War  College  Section, 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
Washington^  Septe^nher  2^  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  War : 

Subject:  The  necessity  of  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  over  the 
detail  of  officers  from  the  Ime  of  the  Army  to  the  several  staff  corps 
and  departments. 

1.  Section  4  of  the  organic  act  creating  the  General  Staff  Corps, 
approved  February  14,  1903,  provides: 

That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision  of  aU 
troops  of  the  line  and  of  the  Adjutant  Generars,  Inspector  GeneraFs,  Judge 
Advocate's,  Quartermasters,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance  Depart- 
ments, the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall  perform  such 
other  miUtary  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  assigned  to, him 
by  the  President  Duties  now  prescribed  by  statute  for  the  Commanding  Gen- 
eral of  the  Army  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Ordnance  and  Fortification  and 
of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  Soldiers*  Home  shall  be  performed  by  the 
Chief  of  Staff  or  other  officer  designated  by  the  President.  Acts  and  parts  of 
acts  authorizing  alds-de-camp  and  military  secretaries  shall  not  apply  to  general 
officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
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2.  The  act  approved  February  2,  1901,  provided  for  the  detail  of 
officers  from  the  line  of  the  Amiy  to  the  various  staff  corps  and  de- 
partments. Minor  changes  have  been  made  from  time  to  time,  but 
the  general  scope  of  this  law  remains  the  same.  There  is  a  natural 
desire  on  the  part  of  chiefs  of  staff  corps  and  departments  to  pick  the 
verj  best  officers  in  the  line  for  detail  to  their  respective  departments. 
This  necessitates  very  close  supervision  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  of 
Staff  to  coordinate  these  details  and  keep  properly  qualified  officers 
for  line  duty  with  various  regiments,  schoms,  etc.  Such  supervision 
is  essential  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Army  as  a  whole.  Direct  requests 
from  chiefs  of  staff  corps  or  departments  for  the  detail  of  particular 
officers  for  duties  which  many  officers  are  qualified  to  perform  injects 
unnecessarily  the  personal  element  into  Army  consideration,  which 
should  be  eliminated  so  far  as  possible  as  indicated  by  repeated  an- 
nouncements of  different  Secretaries  of  War. 

The  method  of  selecting  officers  for  detail  to  the  staff  departments 
has  been  the  subject  of  various  decisions  by  the  different  Secretaries 
of  War.  During  the  past  year  this  question  was  made  the  subject  of 
careful  study  by  the  former  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Garrison,  and 
he  required  for  this  purpose  written  reports  from  all  chiefs  of  bu- 
reaus and  departments.  On  February  11,  1915,  after  a  careful  con- 
sideration of  these  reports,  he  announced  decision  and  directed  in- 
structions issued  as  follows : 

Febbuaby  11,  1915. 
Memorandum. 

Method  of  selecting  ofllcers  for  detail  to  Staff  Departments. 

I  have  gone  over  this  matter  sufficiently  to  reach  the  following  conclusion : 

It  is  very  desirable  that  the  staff  corps  should  be  of  the  highest  possible 
efficiency.  It  Is  equaUy  desirable  that  the  line  should  not  be  robbed  of  its  best 
men  for  the  use  of  the  staff  corps.  It  is  likewise  desirable  that  as  many  men 
as  possible,  consistent  with  good  administration,  should  be  acquainted  with  the 
duties  of  the  line  and  the  staff,  so  that  they  could  be  utilized  in  either  as 
occasion  might  require  it 

The  head  of  each  staff  corps  or  bureau  is  naturally  most  interested  in  getting 
the  very  best  assistants  possible,  so  as  to  make  the  finest  showing  in  his  depart- 
ment. In  consequence  of  this  he  undoubtedly  will  be  on  the  lookout  for  those 
officers  that  will  best  enable  him  to  produce  this  result. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Chief  of  the  Mobile  Army  Division  will  be  equally 
alert  to  see  that  the  line  of  the  Army  is  not  robbed  to  unduly  enrich  the  staff 
In  this  respect. 

The  sole  question  raised  is  where  the  list  of  officers  of  the  Une  shaU  originate 
or  be  initiated.  In  both  propositions  it  is  laid  before  the  same  two  jurisdic- 
tions, to  wit,  the  Cliief  of  Staff  and  the  particular  bureau  or  staff  corps  in 
question. 

As  I  have  said  above,  it  is  perfectly  safe  to  assume  as  the  fact  that  the 
respective  bureau  chiefs  and  heads  of  staff  corps  wiU  be  constantly  on  the 
alert  to  get  into  their  departments  by  detail  the  men  who  wiU  best  serve  them 
to  make  their  service  efficient.  If,  therefore,  they  initiate  the  lists,  it  is  a  fair 
assumption,  if  not  an  irresistible  one,  that  they  will  have  done  the  best  that 
could  be  done  for  their  service.  If  the  Chief  of  Staff  can  guard  the  interests 
of  the  whole  service  by  supervising  those  lists,  and  thereby  prevent  the  Une 
of  the  Army  from  suffering  to  a  greater  extent  than  is  needed  from  the  inroads 
of  the  staff  thereon,  he  will  have  fulfiUed  his  proper  function  in  this  reiH)ect. 

Without  attempting  to  be  precise  or  inclusive,  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that 
one  of  the  main  ideas  in  establisliing  the  General  Staff  and  the  Chief  of  Staff 
with  the  functions  assigned  him  was  that  we  might  have  a  coordinating  and 
supervising  agency  for  the  whole  MUitary  EstabUshment.  I  do  not  mean  to 
he  understood  as  holding  that  nothing  is  intended  to  be  originated  in  the 
General  Staff  or  that  it  has  no  Initiative  whatever,  but  I  do  mean  that  in  general 
its  functions  were  intended  to  be,  and  should  be,  coordinating  and  supervising. 
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My  conclusion,  therefore,  is  that  the  Regulations  should  be  so  amended  as 
to  provide  that  the  bureau  chiefs  and  heads  of  staff  corps,  when  a  vacancy  is 
to  be  filled,  shall  present  lists  of  officers  whom  they  desire  to  have  detailed  to 
the^Chlef  of  Staff,  and  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall  supervise  those  lists  with 
a  view,  of  course,  of  carrying  out  the  proper  policy  with  respect  to  the  needs 
of  the  staff  and  the  line,  and  that  only  those  men  shall  be  detailed  who  shall 
receive  the  assent  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  In  this,  as  in  all  other  matters,  any 
disagreement  which  is  serious  enough  to  require  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  may  be  brought  to  him  for  personal  consideration. 

LlNDUEY  M.  GaBBISON. 

Febbuabt  17,  1915. 
Memorandum  for  The  Adjutant  General : 

The  Secretary  of  War  directs  that  for  each  vacancy  to  be  lied  the  lists  referred 
to  in  the  concluding  paragraph  of  his  memomadum  dated  February  11,  1915, 
with  reference  to  the  "  method  of  selecting  .officers  for  detail  to  staff  depart- 
ments "*  shall  contain  the  names  of  three  officers  who  are  eligible  for  at  least 
two  years,  and  who  are  presumably  available  for  the  detail. 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Brigadier  General,  Chief  of  Staff. 
Approved : 

LiNDLEY  M.  Garrison, 

Secretary  of  War. 

3.  The  question  now  presented  is  whether  this  supervisory  power 
of  the  Chief  of  Staff  as  conferred  under  the  organic  act  of  February 
14,  1903,  has  in  any  way  been  modified  by  the  provisions  of  section  5 
of  the  national  defense  act  approved  June  3, 1916.  The  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  of  the  Anny  in  his  opinion  of  July  24,  1916,  said : 

5.  Coming  now  to  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff:  I  do  not  believe  that  by 
virtue  of  any  authority  he  has,  either  in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  or  as  chief  of  said  corps,  he  can  lawfully  exercise  his  power 
so  as  to  stand  between  a  bureau  head  and  the  Secretary  of  War  himself  upon 
matters  assigned  by  law,  regulation,  and  custom  to  the  administrative  bureau, 
except  by  laying  down  general  rules  of  policy  and  general  rules  designed  to 
coordinate  the  efforts  of  the  various  bureaus,  nor  is  he  ever  justified  in  sul)- 
stituting  In  such  matters  his  judgment  for  theirs.  I  know  that  the  practice 
under  the  law  as  it  existed  up  to  the  passage  of  the  national  defense  act  did 
not  accord  with  this  view.  Whatever  may  have  been  said  in  justification  of 
that  practice  heretofore.  In  view  of  the  unmistakable  purpose  of  Congress  to 
reestablish  bureau  jurisdiction  absorbed  by  the  General  Staff  and  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  as  is  so  clearly  enunciated  in  the  recent  act,  the  practice  ought  not  to  be 
continued.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  but  a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  whose 
duties  are  the  duties  of  that  corps,  except  in  so  far  as  they  may  be  found  to 
be  otherwise  by  section  4  of  the  original  act,  read  In  the  Ught  of  the  recent  act, 
which  establishes  for  him  a  special  relation  to  the  President  and  to  the  Secre- 
tarj'  of  War.    That  section  Is  as  follows : 

"That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision 
of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  The  Adjutant  Generars,  Inspector  General's, 
Judge  Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance 
Departments,  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall  perform  such 
other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  assigned  to  him 
by  the  President.     *     *     *." 

He  is  here  given  supervision  of  the  line  and  of  the  staff  departments.  Super- 
vision is  a  word  of  broad  meaning.  It  may  mean  a  direct  control,  or  it  may 
mean  a  general  power  of  overseeing  with  a  view  to  regulation  through  a  power 
drawn  from  some  other  source.  Supervision  does  not  as  a  legal  concept,  when 
appUed  to  matters  military,  carry  the  idea  of  command.  The  abolition  of  the 
old  office  of  commanding  general  was  to  bring  departmental  organization  more 
in  harmony  with  the  constitutional  precept  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  the 
constitutional  mouthpiece  of  the  President,  was  himself  the  commander  of  the 
Army.  Operating  upon  the  same  subject  and  for  the  same  purpose  as  does  the 
supervisory  powers  of  that  corps,  the  supervision  specially  conferred  upon  the 
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Chief  of  Staff  must  be  the  kind  of  supervision  which  is  conferred  upon  other 
members  of  the  General  Staff  who  are  in  a  sense  the  assistants  of  the  Chief  of 
Staff  in  the  performance  of  his  duties,  though,  of  course,  his  supervisorj-  power 
is  of  a  much  higher  degree. 

The  supervisory  power  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  be  exercised  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  of  a  general  kind,  does  not  extend  to  the  in- 
vasion or  absorption  of  duties  of  a  special  bureau,  but  Is  to  be  exercised  upon 
general  subjects  in  a  general  manner,  seeking  a  general  effect,  with  a  general 
policy  in  view.  It  does  not  relate  to  particular  and  routine  performance.  It 
does  not  descend  to  an  overseeing  of  minor  or  detailed  operations.  It  comtems 
only  the  higher  functions  of  command  and  administration,  and  must  relate  to 
general  results  rather  than  to  particular  means  aand  particular  activities.  I  see 
nothing  in  the  statute  which  substitutes  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  the  several  bureau 
chiefs  as  an  aid  and  adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  War  concerning  those  matters 
which  are  committed  by  Congress  to  their  special  jurisdiction  and  control.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  statute  expressly  provides  to  the  contrary.  Indeed,  the 
organic  act,  notwithstanding  the  practice  which  grew  up  under  it,  in  the  very 
section  devoted  to  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  Indicates  clearly  that  it  was 
never  the  Intention  to  confer  upon  him  powers  and  duties  already  assigned  to 
the  administrative  bureaus,  for,  as  one  of  several  reasons,  in  a  general  clause 
following  an  enumeration,  it  is  prescribed  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall  **per- 
form  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  as- 
signed to  him  by  the  President."  And  the  recent  national  defense  act  re- 
prescribes  with  emphasis  and  particularity  the  same  relation,  and  enjoins  that 
hereafter  it  shall  be  observed. 

I  thhik  the  true  view  is  this,  that  under  the  statute  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  does  not  absorb  that  of  the  several  bureaus  nor  subject  their 
action  or  their  views  upon  particular  matters  falling  within  their  special  juris- 
diction to  his  review  and  modifying  judgment,  but  that  his  function  is  limited 
to  that  of  general  supervision,  going  no  further  than  to  secure  by  the  exercise 
of  general  power  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  harmonious  co- 
operation and  successful  general  results.  Likewise,  it  is  only  in  resfpect  of  such 
matters  and  for  such  purposes  that  he  is  the  special  superior  adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  War. 

I  am  well  aware  that  those  matters  which  are  within  the  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  bureau  chiefs  must,  usually,  in  their  finality,  require  executive  ac- 
tion, and  that  It  would  be  absurd  to  hold  that  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the 
Assistant  Secretary  must  personally  dictate  or  prescribe  that  action  in  the 
myriad  of  matters.  To  my  mind  this  gives  rise  to  no  dlfilculty.  Certainly  it 
ought  not  to  be  urged  to  enlarge  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  requiring 
him,  unlawfully,  I  think,  to  act  ministerially  and  without  discretion  in  numer- 
ous matters  to  the  neglect  of  his  own  higher  functions.  If  the  matters  are  minor 
matters  of  routine,  or  If  they  are  minor  matters  subject  to  government  by  an 
established  general  policy  which  has  already  been  established  for  their  govern- 
ment, it  would  be  unwise  administration  to  require  the  discretion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  be  addressed  in  the  execution  of  such  details,  and  In  such 
matters  only  his  order  evidenced  ministerially  by  the  signature  of  The  Adjutant 
General  or  other  appropriate  bureau  chief  Is  needed  to  give  formal  authenticity 
to  his  action.  If  the  subject  be  of  more  than  routine  importance  and  yet  not 
of  general  effect  nor  involving  general  policy,  such  an  exceptional  case  is  to 
be  considered  by  the  head  of  the  department  upon  the  advice  of  the  bureau 
chief.  In  all  matters  falling  within  the  special  jurisdiction  of  the  several 
bureaus  Congress  has  said  in  effect  that  the  views  of  the  particular  bureau  chief 
shall  govern  the  Secretary  so  far  as  his  own  judgment  Is  to  be  advised ;  and  If 
the  Secretary  of  War  respects  not  the  advice  of  his  lawful  advisers,  but  subjects 
Is  to  extra-legal  review,  he  to  that  extent  dispenses  with  the  statute  and  the 
lawful  medium  of  control,  and,  moreover,  destroys*  the  distribution  of  depart- 
mental organic  powers  ordained  by  law. 

4.  The  purpose  of  Congress  in  creatincr  the  General  Staff  and  the 
office  of  Chief  of  Staff  was  to  give  to  the  President,  without  dimin- 
ishing his  control  as  Commander  in  Chief,  an  instrumentality  for 
exercising  that  command  effectively  and  efficiently  and  through  which 
lie  could  coordinate  the  interests  and  activities  of  the  line  and  the 
various  staff  corps  and  depi>rtments  to  the  end  that  the  Army  might 
b?  maintained  in  the  state  of  the  highest  possible  efficiency.    In  the 
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absence  of  clear  and  explicit  declarations  to  the  contrary  it  should  be 
assumed,  in  view  of  the  purpose  of  Congress  in  creating  the  General 
Staff  and  the  office  of  Chief  of  Staff,  that  the  further  action  of  Con- 
gress as  embodied  in  section  5. of  the  national-defense  act  was  to  im- 
prove and  strengthen  that  agency  rather  than  to  destroy  it.  Had  it 
been  the  purpose  of  Congress  to  have  imposed  upon  the  Chief  of 
Staff  and  the  General  Staff  in  the  exercise  of  their  duties  the  limita- 
tions arrived  at  in  the  opinions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  it 
would  have  done  so  in  clear  and  explicit  language.  The  phraseology 
of  the  act  defines  and  strengthens  the  original  legislation. 

With  respect  to  the  decision  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of 
the  Army  on  the  same  subject  the  following  is  noted.  This  decision 
admits  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  function  of  the 
General  Staff,  but  assumes  to  limt  the  degree  to  which  the  function 
may  be  exercised  to  such  an  extent  as  to  render  it  ineffective.  The 
fimction  is  either  legal  or  illegal  as  a  whole.  If  legal,  it  may  be  ex- 
ercised. If  exercised,  an  interpretation  which  seeks  to  place  a  nulli- 
fj'ing  limitation  upon  the  effective  exercise  of  the  function  is  with- 
out foundation  of  logic  or  law. 

In  the  closing  paragraph  of  the  decision  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  of  the  Army,  namely — 

In  aU  matters  falling  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  bureaus,  Con- 
gress has  said  in  eflfeet  that  the  views  of  the  particular  bureau  chief  shaU 
govern  the  Secretary  so  far  as  his  own  judgment  is  to  be  advised;  and  if  the 
Secretary  of  War  respects  not  the  advice  of  his  lawful  advisers,  but  si^bjects 
it  to  the  extra-legal  revie\V,  he  to  that  extent  dispenses  with  the  statute  and  the 
lawful  medium  of  control,  and.  moreover,  destroys  the  distribution  of  depart- 
mental organic  powers  ordained  by  law — 

he  presumes  without  warrant  to  dictate  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
the  source  from  which  he  shall  receive  professional  advice  in  the 
administration  of  the  business  of  the  Army.  The  approval  of  such 
a  decision  by  the  Secretary  of  War  would  amount  to  a  voluntary 
surrender  of  his  delegated  powers  as  Secretary  of  War.  This  decision 
further  assumes  to  relegate  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  the  position  of 
Chief  of  the  General  Staff,  a  limitation  of  the  powers  of  that  officer 
neither  expressed  in  the  law  nor  implied  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
created  the  office.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  the  military  adviser  and 
representative  of  the  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  War.  He 
exercises  such  authority,  either  executive  or  administrative,  as  is 
delegated  to  him ;  and  to  limit  him  in  the  full  exercise  of  the  power 
conferred  on  him  is  to  restrict  the  President  in  the  exercise  of  his 
constitutional  authority  to  command  the  Army. 

Section  4  of  the  act  approved  February  14,  1903,  conferred  upon 
the  Chief  of  Staff  certain  duties  entirely  distinct  from  those  pertain- 
ing to  his  position  as  Chief  of  the  General  Staff.  These  duties 
involve  supervision  both  of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  the  staff 
corps  and  departments.  No  distinction  was  made  between  the  char- 
acter of  supervision  to  be  exercised  over  line  troops  and  staff  depart- 
ments. The  inference  is  plain  that  the  supervisory  power  conferred 
upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  was  intended  to  enable  hun  to  so  direct  the 
actions  of  all  as  to  obtain  the  coordination  necessary  to  military 
efficiency. 

5.  In  view  of  the  difference  of  opinion  relative  to  the  supervisory 
duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  imder  the  provisions  of  paragraph  5,  na- 
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tional-def ense  act,  it  is  recommended  that  the  decision  of  the  former 
Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Garrison,  as  embodied  in  the  final  paragraph 
of  his  memorandmn  of  February  11,  1916,  be  reaffirmed  and  the 
regulations  vhich  were  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  na- 
tional-defense act  regarding  the  detail  of  officers  from  the  line  of  the 
Army  to  the  several  staff  corps  and  departments  be  continued  in 
effect 

H.  L.  SOOTT, 

Major  General^  Chief  of  Staff. 


War  Department, 

War  College  t)rvisiON, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
Washington^  November  29^  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Subject:  Changes  in  the  Army  Regulations  relating  to  the  General 
Staff  Corps. 

1.  The  proposed  revision  of  Army  Regulations  referred  to  in  para- 
graph 42  of  the  memorandum  from  the  War  College  Division,  dated 
November  20,  1916  ( WCD  639-136) ,  is  as  follows : 

2.  It  is  recommended  that  the  paragraphs  of  the  Army  Regulations 
numbered  752-761,  both  inclusive,  and  paragraphs  764-773,  both  in- 
clusive, be  rescinded  and  that  the  following  new  paragraphs  bearing 
the  same  numbers  be  substituted  therefor.  No  change  is  recom- 
mended in  paragraphs  762  and  763.  No  changes  are  recommended 
in  the  text  of  paragraphs  758,  765,  766,  767,  and  769,  but  new  num- 
bers are  assigned  them  in  order  to  place  them  in  their  proper  logical 
position  in  the  new  draft. 

Abticle  LVIII. 

OENEBAL     STAFF  CORPS. 

752.  The  law  estabUshes  the  General  Staff  Corps  as  a  separate  and  distinct 
staff  organization.  It  is  composed  of  officers  of  the  grades  and  number  speci- 
fied in  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  3,  1916,  detailed  for  service  in  said 
corps  for  a  period  of  four  years,  unless  sooner  relieved,  under  rules  of  selection 
prescribed  by  the  President,  and  upon  the  recommendation  of  a  board  of  officers 
formed  under  the  provisions  of  said  act.  Upon  being  relieved  from  duty  in 
the  General  Staff  Corps,  officers  return  to  the  branch  of  the  Army  in  which 
they  hold  permanent  commissions,  and  except  in  case  of  emergency  or  in  time 
of  war  are  not  eligible  to  further  detail  therelix  until  they  have  served  for  two 
years  with  the  branch  of  the  Army  In  which  commissioned.  This  ineligibility 
does  not  apply  to  any  officer  who  has  been  relieved  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
four  years'  duty  with  the  corps;  but  such  officer  will  become  ineligible  as  soon 
as  he  shall  have  completed  a  total  of  four  years  of  said  duty.  While  serving  in 
the  General  Staff  Corps  officers  may  be  temporarily  assigned  to  duty  with  any 
branch  of  the  Army. 

This  is  the  same  as  the  old  752  revised  to  conform  to  the  national 
defense  act,  and  also  includes  the  first  phrase  of  the  old  753. 

753.  The  act  of  Congress  approved  February  14^  1903,  created  the  General 
Staff  Corps  and  the  office  of  Chief  of  Staff.  The  Chief  of  Staff  Is  a  member 
of  and  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  which  Is  specifically  charged  with  cer- 
tain duties  connected  with  preparations  for  the  national  defense,  and,  In  addi- 
tion thereto,  he  is  also  given  general  supervision  of  the  Military  Establishment 
under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the  Secretary  of  War  under  direction 


Digitized  by 


Google 


32  GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND   MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

of  the  President.  The  Chief  of  Staff  thus  has  a  dual  capacity  under  the  law, 
and  he  is  empowered  under  the  law  to  employ  officers  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps  to  assist  him  In  his  supervisory  and  coordinating  capacity  as  well  as  In 
the  performance  of  the  duties  peculiar  to  the  GTeneral  Staff.  The  General 
Staff  establishment  In  Washington  is,  therefore,  collectively  designated  as  the 
office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  in  order  to  Insure  a  proper  specialization  In 
duties,  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  subdivided  into  the  First  and  Second 
Divisions. 

754.  The  First  Division  of  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  Is  composed 
of  an  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff  and  such  other  General  Staff  officers  as  may  be 
assigned  thereto  by  the  Chief  of  Staff.  It  is  the  function  of  the  First  Division 
to  assist  the  Chief  of  Staff  In  his  supervising  and  coordinating  capacity  and  In 
the  transaction  of  all  otjier  business  lawfully  under  the  super\-lsion  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff,  except  those  purely  General  Staff  duties  which,  under  paragraph 
757  of  these  Regulations,  are  assigned  to  the  Second  Division.  The  Assistant 
Chief  of  Staff  in  immediate  charge  of  the  First  Division  is  officially  -designated 
as  Chief  of  the  First  Division,  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the  Chief  of  the  First  Division  is  authorized  to 
issue  regulations  governing  the  organization  and  conduct  of  business  in  his 
division. 

755.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  First  Division,  so  far  as  practicable,  to  recommend 
general  rules  governing  the  transaction  of  routine  business  requiring  the  action 
of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  These  rules,  when  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
should  form  guides  for  the  direct  transaction  of  routine  business  by  bureau 
chiefs  and  commanding  generals  without  the  special  reference  of  routine  items 
of  business  which  are  clearly  covered  by  the  settled  rule  or  policy. 

Business  which  appears  to  require  the  revision  of  a  settled  rule  or  the  deter- 
mination of  a  new  rule,  should  be  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  decision, 
but  in  this  case  the  reference  should  always  Include  a  tentative  statement  of 
the  proposed  revision  or  new  rule  drawn  up  in  detail  by  the  officer  originating 
the  question. 

All  recommendations  for  the  revision  of  regulations  or  standing  orders  of  the 
War  Department  should  be  accompanied  by  a  tentative  draft  of  a  revision 
designed  to  accomplish  the  proposed  change. 

Questions  of  administrative  or  financial  business  will  be  prepared  for  the 
action  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  the  First  Division  and  will  not  be  referred  to 
the  Second  Division  unless  they  involve  questions  affecting  defense  plans  or 
other  purely  General  Staff  matters  as  defined  by  law  and  specified  in  paragraph 
757  of  these  Regulations. 

756.  When  the  proper  transaction  of  business  requires  coordination  between 
two  or  more  bureaus,  the  matter  may  be  referred  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  jointly 
to  the  bureaus  concerned  for  joint  recommendation.  In  this  case  the  bureau 
chiefs  concerned,  after  such  joint  action  as  may  be  necessary,  will  return  the 
paper  with  their  joint  recommendation.  When  new  business  is  received  hy 
The  Adjutant  General,  he  is  authorized,  when  necessary,  to  establish  the  basis 
of  coordination  by  a  joint  reference  to  the  bureaus  concerned  before  the  matter 
is  submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

757.  The  Second  Division  of  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  composed  of  an 
Assistant  Chief  of  Staff  and  such  other  General  Staff  officers  as  may  be  as- 
signe<l  thereto  by  the  Chief  of  Staff.  The  Second  Division  is  charged  with  the 
following  duties : 

(a)  The  investigation  of  such  matters  of  national  military  policy  as  may  be 
referred  to  it  by  proper  authority. 

(b)  The  accumulation,  classification,  and  distribution  of  military  Informa- 
tion, and  general  supervision  of  intelligence  work  throughout  the  Army. 

(c)  The  preparation  of  war  plans  and  the  study  of  possible  theaters  of  war. 

(d)  The  preparation  of  plans  for  the  joint  action  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
under  all  possible  contingencies. 

(e)  The  examination  of  local  defense  projects,  and  their  coordination  with 
general  war  plans. 

(f)  The  development  of  mobilization  plans,  applicable  to  the  Regular  Arnii*, 
the  National  Guard,  the  Volunteer  Army,  and  such  other  land  forces  as  are 
now  or  may  hereafter  be  authorized  by  law. 

(|7)  The  development  of  strategic  and  tactical  doctrine,  which  demands  a 
thorough  and  systematic  study  of  military  operations  abroad,  as  well  as  an 
investigation  of  our  own  military  history. 
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(h)  The  supervision  of  the  preparation,  modification,  or  revision  of  drill  and 
field  service  regulations. 

(i)  The  preparation  of  plans  for  the  training  of  the  Army,  including  the 
preparation  of  training  orders  and  maneuver  schemes. 

(fc)  Supervision  of  the  professional  education  of  officers. 

(I)  Preparation  of  regulations  governing  the  training  and  eligibility  of  can- 
didates for  the  General  Staff. 

im)  Formulation  of  arrangements  for  the  proper  organization  and  equip- 
ment of  the  land  forces. 

The  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  in  immediate  charge  of  the  Second  Division, 
is  designated  as  the  Chief  of  the  Second  Division,  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
He  is  also  assigned  by  law  as  the  president  of  the  Army  War  College. 

For  purposes  of  specialization  In  General  Staff  duties,  the  Second  Division  is 
subdivided  Into  a  military  Intelligence  section,  a  military  operations  section, 
and  a  military  preparations  section. 

Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the  Chief  of  the  Second 
Divisit)n  Is  authorized  to  issue  regulations  governing  the  conduct  of  business  of 
the  division,  the  assignment  of  duties*  and  of  General  Staff  personnel  to  sec- 
tions, and  (as  sufficient  personnel  becomes  available)  the  establishment  of 
such  additional  sections  as  the  proper  development  of  General  Staff  business 
may  require. 

This  gives  substantially  the  same  functions  to  the  General  Staff 
proper  as  are  specified  in  the  menioranduni  by  the  Chief  of  Staff 
dated  July  31,  1916.  The  name  "  military  preparations  ■'  is  proposed 
as  a  substitute  for  "  military  education,"  as  it  is  a  broader  term  and 
includes  military  education  as  well  as  other  important  functions. 
It  is  the  theory  of  the  War  College  Di\asion  that  "  military  oper- 
ations "  should  cover  practical  plans  for  the  military  employment  of 
the  military  forces  such  as  they  actually  may  be  at  any  time,  and 
that  the  "  military  preparations  "  section  should  concern  itself  with 
all  plans  looking  toward  the  betterment  of  the  military  forces.  This 
will  include  education  and  training  of  the  existing  establishment 
and  recommendations  looking  toward  the  improvement  of  organiza- 
tion and  equipment.  This  section  should  be  subdivided  when  in- 
creased personnel  is  available. 

758.  The  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  chiefs  of  the  First  and  Second  Divisions,  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  General  Staff  as  recorder,  constitute  the  General  Staff 
board  of  direction  and  review.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  this  board  to  determine 
the  assignment  and  disposition  of  business  which  is  not  exclusively  assljaiable 
under  paragraphs  754  and  757  of  these  Regulations  to  either  the  First  or  Second 
Division.  This  lM)ard  will  also  consider  and  recommend  such  measures  as  may 
be  necessary  to  produce  coordination  and  Information  between  the  two  divi- 
sions, and  If  so  directed  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  may  act  upon  reports  or  recom- 
mendations of  either  division. 

When  reports  or  recommendations  made  by  either  division  are  of  sufticient 
Importance,  the  Chief  of  Staff  may  convene,  for  their  consideration,  the  whole 
body  of  the  General  Staff  on  duty  in  Washington. 

759.  The  assignment  of  duties  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  does  not  involve 
in  any  degree  the  impairment  of  the  initiative  and  responsibility  which  special 
staff  corps  and  departments  have  in  the  transaction  of  current  business. 

This  is  the  same  as  the  present  paragraph  758. 

760.  Officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  assigned  to  duty  with  commanders 
of  armies,  divisions,  separate  brigades,  and  territorial  departments,  are  col- 
lectively  denominated   the   General    Staff  serving   with   troops.     They   serve 

under  the  immediate  orders  of  such  commanders ;  those  not  so  assigned  perform 

duty  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

This  is  a  slight  revision  of  the  existing  paragraph  757, 
128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 3 
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CHIEF   OF  STAFF. 

761.  Under  the  Constitution  tlie  President  is  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  of  the  Ignited  States.  He  will  place  parts  of  the  Army  under  commanders 
subordinate  to  his  ;reneral  command :  and.  in  case  of  exifrency  seeming  to  Lira  to 
require  it,  he  may  place  the  whole  Army  under  a  sinjrle  commander  subordinate 
to  him;  but  in  time  of  peace  and  under  ordinary'  conditions  the  admlnLstration 
and  control  of  the  Army,  as  a  whole,  are  effected  without  any  second  in  com- 
mand. 

The  President's  command  is  exercised  through  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Chief  of  Staflf.  The  Secretary  of  War  is  charged  with  carrying  out  the  policies 
of  the  President  in  military'  affairs.  He  directly  represents  the  President  and 
is  bound  always  to  act  in  conformity  to  the  President's  instructions.  Cnder 
the  law  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  his  actJ?  are  the  President's 
acts  and  his  directions  and  orders  are  the  President's  directions  and  orders. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  reports  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  acts  as  his  military  ad- 
viser, receives  from  hiui  the  dire<'tions  jind  orders  given  in  belinlf  of  the  Presi- 
dent, and  gives  effect  thereto  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided. 

Exceptions  to  this  ordinary  course  of  administration  may,  however,  he  made 
at  any  time  if  the  President  sees  fit  to  call  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  give  infor- 
mation or  advice,  or  receive  instructions,  directly. 

Wherever  in  these  Regulations  action  by  the  President  is  referred  to,  the 
action  of  the  President  through  the  Secretary  of  War  is  included ;  and  wherever 
the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  referretl  to,  the  Secretary  of  War  is 
deemed  to  act  as  the  representative  of  the  President  and  under  his  direction. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  is  detailed  in  time  of  peace  by  the  President  from  major 
generals  of  the  line.  The  successful  performance  of  the  duties  of  the  position 
requires  what  the  title  denotes — a  relation  of  absolute  confidence  and  personal 
accord  and  sympathy  between  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  President,  and  neces- 
sarily also  between  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Secretary  of  War.  For  this  rea- 
son, without  any  reflection  whatever  upon  the  officer  detailed,  the  detail  will 
in  every  case  cease,  unless  sooner  terminated,  on  the  day  following  the  expira- 
tion of  the  term  of  office  of  the  President  by  whom  the  detail  is  made ;  and  if 
at  any  time  the  Chief  of  Staff  considers  that  he  can  no  longer  sustain  toward 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  War  the  relations  above  described,  it  will 
be  his  duty  to  apply  to  be  relieved. 

The  provisions  of  paragraph  752  regarding  the  redetail  of  an  officer  who  has 
not  completed  a  total  of  four  years'  service  apply  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

This  is  a  revision  of  the  existing  paragraph  761  in  the  following 
particulars :  In  the  first  clause  the  source  of  the  President's  authority 
is  more  correctly  stated.  The  last  sentence  of  the  third  clause  is  omit- 
ted because  the  supervisory  function  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  covered 
fully  in  preceding  paragraphs  of  the  draft.  The  sixth  clause  is  cor- 
rected to  conform  to  the  national -defense  act. 

764.  Supervisory  power  is  conferred  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  over  all  matters 
arising  in  the  execution  of  acts  of  Congress  and  Executive  regulations  made  In 
pursuance  thereof  relating  to  the  National  Guard.  This  supervision  is  especially 
directed  to  matters  of  organization,  armament,  equipment,  discipline,  training, 
and  inspections.  Proposed  legal  enactments  and  regulations  affecting  the 
National  Guard  and  estimates  for  appropriations  for  its  support  are  consid- 
ered by  him,  and  his  recommendations  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

In  this  paragraph  "  National  Guard  "  is  substituted  for"  militia  "; 
otherwise  it  is  the  same  as  the  existing  764. 

765.  Reports  and  recommendations  pertaining  to  the  special  duties  of  the 
General  Staff  as  defined  by  law  and  as  specified  in  paragraph  757  of  these 
Regulations  are  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War  with  such  recommendation 
of  approval,  modification,  or  disapproval  as  the  Chief  of  Staff  may  deem 
proper.  „ 

76G.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  informing  the  Secretary 
of  War  as  to  the  qualifications  of  officers  as  determined  by  their  records,  with 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR.  35 

a  view  to  proper  selection  for  special  details,  asslj^nmeut,  and  promotions,  in- 
■cludinpf  detail  to  and  relief  from  the  General  Staff  Corps;  also  of  presenting 
recommendations  for  the  recojoiltlon  of  special  or  distingnished  services. 

This  is  the  same  as  the  old  765. 

767.  All  orders  and  instrnctions  emanating  from  the  War  IVpartment,  and 
all  regulations  aflPectinir  the  Array  or  the  status  of  officers  or  enliste<l  men 
therein,  are  issuetl  by  the  Secretary  of  "War  through  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and 
are  communicated  to  troops  and  individuals  in  the  military  service  through 
The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Army. 

The  same  as  the  existing  para^aph  766. 

768.  The  assignment  of  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  to  stations  and 
duties  is  made  ujmn  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

The  same  as  the  existing  paragraph  767. 

769.  In  case  of  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  the  senior  officer 
of  the  General  Staff  present  for  duty  in  Washington  shall  act  as  such  chief 
unless  otherwise  specially  directeil  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

In  the  absence  or  disability  of  a  chief  of  division,  the  senior  General  Staff 
officer  of  the  division  present  for  duty  in  Washington  shall  act  as  such  chief 
unless  otherwise  specially  directed  by  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

This  is  a  revision  of  the  existing  paragraph  768. 

770.  In  the  performance  of  the  duties  hereinbefore  enumerated,  and  in 
representation  of  superior  authority  the  Chief  of  Staff  calls  for  information, 
makes  investigations,  issues  instructions,  and  exercises  all  other  functions 
necessary'  to  secure  proper  harmony  and  efficiency  of  action  on  the  part  of 
those  placed  under  his  suiter  vision. 

The  same  as  the  existing  paragraph  769. 

771.  The  two  assistant  chiefs  of  staff  authorized  for  the  General  Staff 
CJorps  are  detailed  by  the  President  from  general  officers  of  the  line  subject 
to  the  limitations  Imposed  by  section  5  of  the  act  approved  June  3,  1916.  All 
vacancies  that  may  occur  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  in  grades  below  that  of 
brigadier  general  will  be  filled  on  the  recommendation  of  a  board  of  five  offi- 
cers, constituted  as  prescribed  In  section  5  of  the  act  approved  June  3,  1916, 
and  convened  by  the  President  at  such  times  as  may  be  necessary.  The  board 
will  be  sworn  to  recommend  officers  solely  on  their  professional  efficiency,  and 
on  their  probable  aptitude  and  fitness  for  General  Staff  service,  and  will  select 
such  number  of  officers  of  the  proper  grades  to  fill  existing  or  expected  vacan- 
cies, as  the  President  may  direct*. 

This  is  a  revision  of  773  to  conform  to  the  national-defense  act. 

THS   GENERAL    STAFF    SEBYING    WITH    TBOOPS. 

772.  I.  The  general  staff  of  a  command  consists  of  General  Staff  officers  of 
such  number  and  grades  as  may  be  assigned  to  it  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff. 

II.  The  duties  of  the  general  staff  of  a  command  in  the  field  are  as  follows : 

(1)  Working  out  all  arrangements  necessary  for  camping,  quartering,  se- 
curity, movement,  and  battle. 

(2)  Preparing  and  communicating  the  necessary  field  or  tactical  orders. 

(3)  Intelligence  duties:  (a)  Collection,  collation,  and  distribution  of  infor- 
mation from  all  sources,  including  that  obtained  from  reconnaissances  of  all 
classes,  captured  documents,  prisoners  of  war,  deserters,  agents,  spies,  and 
also  that  receive<l  from  the  military  intelligence  section,  Second  Division,  6ffice 
of  the  Chief  of  Staff;  (6)  organization  and  conduct  of  military  secret  service; 
(c)  supervision  of  the  preparation  and  revision  of  maps  of  the  theater  of 
operations  and  distribution  of  the  same;   (d)  censorship. 

(4)  Watching  over  the  fighting  condition  of  the  troops,  and  keeping  posted  as 
to  their  efficiency  In  every  respect. 
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(5)  Keeping  journals  and  diaries  of  military  operations,  drawing  up  reports 
of  engagements,  and  in  general  collecting  and  preserving  important  military 
Information  for  future  use. 

III.  The  duties  of  the  General  Staff  of  a  territorial  department  are  the  same 
as  those  enumerated  in  paragraph  757  of  these  Regulations  in  so  far  as  such 
duties  are  applicable  to  conditions  existing  within  the  department. 

This  is  an  amplification  of  the  existing  paragraph  770. 

773.  The  senior  General  Staff  officer  with  a  command  shall  be  the  chief  of 
staff  of  the  command.  He  is  primarily  rep.sonsible  to  the  commanding  general 
for  the  performance  of  the  General  Staff  duties  enumerated  in  paragraphs  757 
and  772  of  these  Regulations  and  in  addition  thereto  he  acts  as  the  supervising 
and  coordinating  agent  of  the  commanding  general,  bearing  a  relation  to  him 
in  such  mattt^rs  nnalagous  to  that  existing  between  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Army  and  the  Secretar>'  of  War.  The  extent  to  which  the  chief  of  staff  of 
a  command  is  to  be  employetl  as  a  supervisory  and  coordinating  assistant  is 
to  be  determlneil  in  each  case  by  the  commanding  general,  ('onnnanding  gen- 
<Tals  will  be  guided  by  the  general  principle  that  (leneral  Staff  officers  should 
be  primarily  employed  upon  duties  connected  ^^ith  maintaining  the  fighting  effi- 
ciency of  the  troops,  and  that,  as  a  general  rule,  they  should  not  be  employed  upi^n 
other  duties  if  such  other  duties  can  be  lawfully  and  effectively  i)erformed  by 
administrative  staff  officers. 

3.  The  Regulations,  if  revised  as  indicated  above,  will  clearlv  out- 
line an  organization  substantially  the  same  as  that  outlined  m  the 
nienioranduni  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  dated  July  31,  1916  (WCD 
033-133). 

C.  W.  Kennedy, 
ColomL  (reneral  Staffs  Acting  Chief  of  ^Var  College  Dirinion. 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

Washington^  December  11^  1916. 
[Memorandum  for  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject :  General  Staff  officers  needed  for  duty  in  Washington. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  having  called  for  a  report  in  regard  to  the 
need  of  General  Staff  officers  for  duty  in  Washington,  the  following 
is  submitted: 

1.  The  act  of  June  3,  1916,  limits  the  power  of  the  President  to 
assign  officers  of  the  General  Staff  to  duty  or  stations  by  providing 
that— 

Not  more  than  ont»-half  of  aU  the  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  at  any- 
time be  stationed  or  assipietl  to  or  employed  \\\Y>n  any  duty  in  or  near  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

The  same  act  increased  the  number  of  General  Staff  officers  by  19, 
the  increase  to  be  made  in  five  annual  increments,  beginning  July  1, 
1916.  Prior  to  the  act  of  June  3,  1910,  the  detailed  personnel  of  the 
General  Staff  consisted  of  30  officers;  29  of  these  officers  were  on  duty 
in  Washington. 

2.  The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  detailed  General  Staff 
officers  authorized  previous  to  the  present  law,  the  number  authorized 
after  each  of  the  five  increments  have  been  made,  and  the  number 
that  may  be  stationed  in  Washington : 
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Authorized  detailed  personnel  of  the  General  Staff. 


Grades. 

Num- 
ber 

author- 
ized 

June  30, 
1916. 

Annual  Increments,  July 
leach  year. 

Total 
author- 
ized 
in- 
crease. 

Num- 
ber 

author- 
ized 

Julyl, 
1920. 

Number  authorized  to  be 
stationed  in   Washing- 
ton July  1  each  year.i 

1916 

1917 

1918 

1919 

1930 

1916  1917 

1918^1919 

1920 

General  officers 

!l  ! 

1 

6 
4 
3 
5 

3 
10 
10 
15 
17 

1 

Colonels 

1 

2 

"i* 

1 

1 

1 

..... 

1 
1 
1 

1 

Lieutenant  colonels 

6      1       i 

12  1      1    

12  i       1         1 



MfVjnr?       , 

Captains 

Total 

36 

5 

3 

4 

3 

4 

19 

55 

20 

22 

23 

25 

?7 

1  29  detailed  General  Staff  officers  were  stationed  in  Washington  previous  to  the  passage  of  the  national 
defense  act. 

The  table  shows  that  the  detailed  personnel  of  the  General  Staff 
on  duty  in  Washington  can  never,  under  the  present  la\v,  reach  its 
previous  quota  of  29.  At  the  present  time  the  authorized  quota  in 
Washington  is  only  20,  including  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  two  other 

f general  officers,  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  one  of  whom  is  by 
aw  president  of  the  Army  War  College.  Besides  these  general 
officers,  only  17  detailed  General  Staff  officers  can  now  be  stationed 
in  that  city.  It  has  been  found  necessary  to  employ  seven  of  these 
officers  primarily  on  duty  as  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  his 
supervising  and  coordinating  capacity  and  in  general  in  the  trans- 
action of  other  business  lawftiUy  under  the  supervision  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  other  than  those  purely  General  Staff  duites  which  are  usu- 
ally assigned  to  the  present  War  College  Division  of  the  General 
Staff.     This  leaves  only  10  General  Staff  officers  available  for  the 

Sirformance  of  those  purely  General  Staff  duties  for  which  the 
eneral  Staff  Corps  was  especially  created  by  law. 
3.  It  is  exceedingly  important  that  there  should  be  under  the 
immediate  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  an  efficient  body  of  military 
advisers  with  adequate  personnel  to  perform  properly  the  duties. 
In  entirely  reorganizing  our  land  forces,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  national-defense  act,  approved  June  3,  1916,  many  problems  are 
brought  up  that  require  for  their  correct  solution  the  concentrated 
effort  of  the  General  Staff  Corps.  The  stress  upon  the  members  of 
the  body  of  the  General  Staff  on  dutv  in  Washington  has  been 
especially  onerous  since  the  passage  of  the  act  of  June  3,  due  to  the 
necessity  of  promptly  formulating  policies  in  regard  to  provisions  of 
the  new  law  as  a  guide  for  the  administrative  bureaus  and  the  Army, 
when  quick  and  correct  action  is  essential.  In  addition  to  this 
formative  work  there  is  the  extra  labor  consequent  upon  the  dis- 
turbed conditions  along  our  southern  border  and  that  imposed  by 
the  European  war.  New  lessons  are  to  be  learned  daily.  We  have 
sent  observers  and  military  attaches  abroad  to  gather  data  for  us, 
but  the  personnel  is  not  available  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  to 
digest  the  information  they  are  furnishing.  Our  country  is  now 
passing  through  a  critical  stage  in  its  militarv  development  and 
the  public  safety  demands  a  thorough  and  scientific  study  of  defense 
measures.  The  body  of  officers  created  by  law  to  make  such  studies 
is  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
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4.  For  purposes  of  specialization  in  General  Staff  duties,  ex- 
perience snows  that  permanent  sections  are  required  to  do  creative 
work.  To  secure  the  best  results  with  the  limited  personnel  now 
available  it  is  proposed  to  subdivide  the  present  War  College  Di- 
vision into  three  sections,  viz  : 

(a)  Military  Intelligence  Section;  (6)  Military  Operations  Sec- 
tion; (e)  Military  Preparation  Section,  and,  if  sufficient  personnel 
becomes  available,  to  establish  such  additional  sections  as  the  proper 
development  of  General  Staff  business  may  require. 

5.  A  proposed  organization  of  the  General  Staff  on  duty  at  the 
War  Department  adapted  to  a  change  from  peace  conditions  to  a 
state  of  war  has  been  set  forth  in  considerable  detail  in  appendixes 
L  and  M  of  a  brochure  on  "  Organization  and  administration  of  the 
War  Department  adapted  to  a  change  from  peace  to  a  state  of  war  " 
(W.  C.  D.  9262-14),  prepared  in  Xovembsr,  1915,  as  a  supple- 
ment to  the  "  Statement  of  a  proper  military  policy  for  the  United 
States."  It  was  then  estimated  that  there  should  be  94  officers  on 
duty  in  the  War  Department  General  Staff. 

G.  It  is  therefore  evident  that  with  the  limited  personnel  au- 
thorized to  be  stationed  in  Washington  at  the  present  time,  there 
is  no  possibility  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  performing  in  a  com- 
prehensive manner  all  of  the  important  duties  for  which  that  corps 
was  created.  Questions  are  continually  coming  in  from  bureaus 
and  the  Army  requiring  decision  as  to  policy  and  recommendation 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  action.  The  papers  to  be  considered 
are  often  voluminous,  and  the  preparing  of  memorandums  in  these 
matters  takes  up  so  much  time  that  the  creative  work  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps  is  seriously  hampered. 

7.  At  the  present  time  sufficient  General  Staff  officers  are  not  avail- 
able for  assignment  to  the  study  of  war  plans,  military  intelligence 
work,  or  work  pertaining  to  the  instruction  and  training  ol  the 
Army,  the  National  Guard,  and  the  Reserves.  The  reports  from  our 
military  observers  and  military  attaches  giving  valuable  information 
of  the  tactics,  equipment,  organization,  and  the  methods  employed 
in  the  present  war  are  largely  undigested.  We  can  not  utilize  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  important  information  gathered  abroad  because  we 
can  not  assign  officers  to  the  exclusive  duty  of  reading  and  digesting 
those  reports  due  to  the  lack  of  personnel.  In  many  cases  informa- 
tion requested  by  boards,  bureaus,  and  the  Army  at  large  in  regard  to 
subjects  on  which  we  have  much  information  can  not  be  furnished 
because  the  personnel  is  not  available  to  study  the  reports  now  on 
file. 

For  the  same  reason  we  can  not  properly  attend  to  the  work  of  pre- 
paring monographs  and  maps  pertaining  to  foreign  countries,  mat- 
ters which  should  be  always  kept  up  to  date.  Because  of  the  limited 
personnel,  the  General  Staff  has  been  unable  to  establish  a  historical 
section,  and  until  this  is  done  the  scientific  military  histories  of  our 
various  wars  can  not  be  written.  Our  lack  of  a  definite  military 
policy  was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  we  are  without  such  histories 
and  have  consequently  not  learned  the  lessons  to  be  derived  from  our 
experience  in  war. 

8.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  careful  studv  of  this  subject  has  shown 
that  94  General  Staff  officers  are  required  for  duty  in  the  War  De- 
partment General  Staff  to  perform  in  a  thorough  manner  the  work 
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that  should  be  done  by  the  General  Staff,  it  is  manifest  that  if  the 
41  oflScers  now  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  were  all  on  duty 
in  Washington  there  would  not  be  sufficient  personnel  to  handle  all 
General  Staff  work.  Notwithstanding  that  the  total  number  of  de- 
tailed General  Staff  officers  is  limited  by  law  to  41,  much  more  could 
be  accomplished  if  the  restrictions  were  removed  in  regard  to  the 
number  authorized  to  be  stationed  in  Washington. 

9.  The  War  College  Division  recommended  in  a  memorandum 
dated  November  20,  1916  (W.  C.  D.  9754-11),  that  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  be  instructed  to  submit,  as  soon  as  practicable,  draft  of 
legislation  to  remove  the  restriction  that  not  more  than  one-half  of 
all  the  officers  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  shall  at  any  time  be  sta- 
tioned or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

C,  W.  Kennedy, 
Colonel^  General  Staffs 
Acting  Chief  of  War  CoUege  Division, 


War  Department, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 

WaJihhigfon^  December  /,  WW. 
Memorandum  for  tlie  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject:  Dissenting  opinion  of  Maj,  P.  E,  Pierce,  General  Staff. 

1.  While  the  provisions  of  W.  C.  D.  639-136,  regarding  changes 
in  the  Army  Re^ilations  relating  to  the  General  Staff  Corps,  were 
under  consideration  by  the  War  College  Division,  I  dissented  from 
the  omission  of  certain  paragraphs  oif  the  original  memorandum 
prepared  by  Maj.  John  McA.  Palmer,  General  Staff.  The  majority 
of  those  present  were  in  favor  of  the  omission,  and  it  was  made. 
Before  the  modified  copies  were  forwarded  I  left  on  leave  of  absence. 
On  my  return  careful  consideration  was  given  to  the  amended 
memorandum,  and  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  certain  parts 
that  were  omitted  from  the  original. 

2.  Paragraphs  22  to  32,  inclusive,  of  the  memorandum  as  for- 
warded may  lead  to  a  wrong  conception.  Unless  amplified,  these 
paragraphs  may  cause  the  reader  to  think  that  the  War  College 
Division  advocates  that  General  Staff  officers  in  our  service  should 
be  selected  only  from  the  graduates  of  the  Army  Service  Schools. 
This  is  not  the  intention,  and  in  order  to  correct  any  misapprehen- 
sion that  may  exist  I  ask  permission  to  dissent  from  the  omission 
by  the  War  College  Division  of  the  following  paragraphs  of  the 
original  memorandum : 

THE    EXTENSION    OF    TRATXINC,    MFTTHODS    TIlROVGHOrT    THE    ARMY. 

36.  While  the  establishment  of  s[>eoiflc  tests  of  ellplbiUty  for  (Teneral  Staff 
officers  is  essential  to  the  efhcient  performance  of  the  military  duties  of  the 
General  Stafl*.  to  restrict  such  eligibility  to  the  few  graduates  of  the  service 
schools  would  be  a  very  incomplete  solution  of  the  problem.  Tliese  officers  are 
not  eligible  for  the  General  Staff  because  they  have  graduated  from  the  service 
schools,  but  because  they  have  been  trained  and  testetl  under  the  ai>pllcatory 
method.  The  true  solution  of  the  problem  is  to  extend  the  facilities  of  the 
applicatory  training  to  all  officers  of  the  Army  who  elect  to  take  It,  whether 
they  are  able  to  attend  the  service  schools  or  not 
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That  this  more  extensive  reform  can  be  accomplished  Is  indicated  by  the 
success  of  the  correspondence  course  In  the  appllcatory  method  which  has  been 
in  operation  for  several  years  In  the  Navy.  This  course  is  conducted  by  the 
Naval  War  College.  It  sends  out  problems,  with  maps,  charts,  explanatory 
literature,  and  professional  references  to  all  officers  who  apply  for  them.  It 
receives  and  corrects  solutions  by  corresinrndence,  and  returns  the  corrected 
poblems  with  the  official  War  College  solutions.  This  Is  perfectly  feasible  be- 
cause the  applicatory  method  Is  especlaly  adapted  to  the  correspondence  method 
of  Instruction.  This  extends  the  advantages  of  modern  professional  trainlng^ 
to  all  officers  In  the  service,  and  Is  particularly  adapted  to  the  uses  of  senior 
officers,  who  are  thus  able  to  continue  their  tactical  and  strategic  studies  In  the 
intervals  of  other  duty  and  without  the  Inconvenlenct^  of  going  to  school.  It 
also  serves  the  very  important  object  of  extending  the  tactical  and  strategic 
doctrine  of  the  Naval  War  College  throughout  the  entire  officer  cori>s  of  the 
Navy. 

37.  Some  such  more  liberal  method  Is  especially  Important  In  the  Army,  and 
only  In  this  way  will  It  be  iwsslble  to  require  a  proi)er  standard  of  eligibility  for 
the  General  StaflF,  at  the  same  time  assuring  equal  opportunity  for  all  ambitious 
officers  of  the  Army.  The  provision  of  a  free  and  open  competition  for  the 
(Jeneral  StaflF  should  have  a  most  stimulating  effect  uiM)n  the  service  as  a  whole. 

38.  It  Is  therefore  reconmiended  that  a  corresinrndence  course  In  military  art 
be  established ;  that  this  ccmrse  consist  of  practical  map  problems  In  tactics, 
strategj',  and  troop  leading  covering  the  oi)eratlons  of  the  division  and  larger 
forces  of  all  arms;  that  the  facilities  of  this  correspondence  school  be  extended 
to  all  officers  who  elect  to  take  it:  that  this  course  be  announced  as  a  prepara- 
thm  for  a  practical  exandnatlon  to  be  held  annually  to  test  the  eligibility  of 
officers  for  General  StaflT  duties  with  troops,  and  that  all  officers  who  are  recom- 
mended by  their  commanding  officers  as  physically  and  morally  qualified  for 
staflf  duty  be  permit te<l  to  take  this  examination  after  such  preparation  as 
each  officer  may  find  ne<'essary. 

39.  This  examlnati(m  should  be  held  annually  on  a  si)eclfled  date  In  all  posts 
where  candidates  may  be  stationed  and  should  be  conducted  under  the  super- 
vision of  post  commanders.  The  examination  should  be  prepared  under  the 
supervision  of  the  General  Staff  and  should  consist  of  a  series  of  applicatory 
problems  covering  the  tactical  handling  of  a  force  of  all  arms,  consisting  of  one 
or  more  Infantry  divisions,  and  should  be  designed  to  test  the  practical  capacity 
of  the  candidate  to  i)erform  the  military  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  such  a 
force. 

40.  Officers  who  successfully  pass  this  examination  should  be  regarded  as 
eligible  for  General  Staff  duty  with  troops  and  the  phrase  "General  Staff^ 
eligible  "  should  be  carried  under  their  names  in  the  Army  Kegi.ster.  Those 
officers  who  have  been  specifically  recommendtnl  by  the  Army  War  College  or 
the  Army  Staff  College  as  qualified  for  Chief  of  Staff  of  a  division  or  larger  force 
should  be  regarded  as  having  already  establlshinl  their  eligibility  and  should 
therefore  be  carried  as  **  General  Staff  ellglbles  "  without  examination.  Officers 
who  fail  to  pass  this  examination  should  have  their  problems  returned  to  them 
with  careful  criticism  and  advice  and  should  be  encouraged  to  prepare  for 
future  examination  If  they  so  desire. 

41.  It  is  l>elieve<i  that  the  method  above  outlined  will  lead  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  positive  General  Staff  eligibility:  that  It  will  stimulate  professional 
zeal  throughout  the  service,  and  wilt  encourage  all  officers  of  Industry  and 
ability  to  Jittain  a  higher  professional  standing.  It  will  also  tend  to  develop 
the  General  Staff  ofiicor  as  a  si>e<lal  professional  type  and  will  differentiate  a 
large  ntnnber  of  officers  as  qualified  for  higher  responsibility  in  war. 

SPECIAL  Fr NOTION  OF  THE  ARMY  STAFF  COLLEGE. 

42.  lender  this  system  the  Staff  College  should  still  be  regarded  as  the  normal 
avenue  through  which  young  officers  should  approach  the  (Jeneral  Staff.  The 
examination  would  be  especially  designed  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  large 
number  of  senior  officers  who  are  too  old  for  purely  school  duties,  but  ui>on 
whom  the  resiK)nsibillty  of  command  must  first  rest  In  any  sudden  emergency. 
The  examination  will  also  give  new  encouragement  to  many  most  excellent 
officers  who  have  falleil  to  qualify  In  the  service  schools  through  lack  of  suffi- 
cient preparation  and  for  other  causes  beyond  their  control. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


QSNBRAL  STAPF  OOBFS  A2!n>  MEDALS  OF  HONOB.  41 

THE  SPECIAL  FUNCTION   OF  THE  ABMY  WAR  COLLEGE. 

43.  If  the  methods  of  determining  a  specific  General  Staff  eligibility  as  out- 
lined above  are  adopted,  the  War  College  course  should  hereafter  be  regarded 
as  a  probationary  tour  on  the  General  Staff  and  modified  accordingly.  Only 
those  officers  who  have  been  definitely  tested  as  '*  General  Staff  ellgibles " 
should  be  admitted  to  the  course,  and  tieir  instruction  should  be  based  on  the 
Idea  of  giving  them  a  try  out  in  the  performance  of  the  special  military  duties 
assigned  by  law  to  the  General  Staff. 

P.  J3.  Pierce, 
Major,  General  Staff. 

Forwarded,  The  majority  of  the  War  College  Division  decided  to 
omit  the  foregoing  paragraphs  from  the  memorandmn  for  the  Chief 
of  Staff  because  of  the  belief  that  the  subjects  of  training  and  selec- 
tion of  General  Staff  officers  and  the  character  and  scope  of  instruc- 
tion at  the  Army  Staff  College  and  Army  War  College  should  be 
studied  and  considered  separately  from  the  subject  of  uie  organiza- 
tion of  the  General  Staff  as  it  now  exists.  Without  now  expressing 
any  opinion  on  the  views  expressed  in  the  omitted  paragraphs,  the 
division  believes  they  are  proper  subjects  for  future  study  by  the 
General  Staff. 

C.  W,  Kennedy, 
Colonel^  General  Staf^ 
Acting  Chdef  of  War  College  Divtsion. 


[Extract  from  Bulletin  No.  18,  June  5,  1916.] 
GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS — INCREASES  UNDER  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  ACT. 

With  reference  to  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act,  relating  to 
the  General  Staff  Corps,  questions  were  submitted  and  answered  as 
follows : 

{a)  Does  the  law  with  reference  to  the  General  Staff  go  into  ef- 
fect inmiediately  upon  the  signing  of  this  bill? 

Answer.  The  law  with  reference  to  the  General  Staff  goes  into  ef- 
fect immediately  upon  signing  the  bill  by  the  President  (3  Ops.  Atty. 
Gen.  82),  but,  as  in  the  case  of  other  increases  in  the  pei-sonnel  of  the 
Army,  the  additional  offices  representing  the  increase  in  the  pei*son- 
nel  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  do  not  become  effective  at  once  but 
are  added  in  five  annual  increments,  the  first  increment  being  added 
July  1,  1916,  the  second  July  1,  1917,  etc.  Unless  conditions  arise 
under  which  the  President  is  authorized  to  organize  the  Army  im- 
mediately, or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may  deem  necessary,  tlie  addi- 
tional offices  repre.senting  the  increase  do  not  come  into  being  until 
the  periods  stated  from  which  the  respective  increments  are  to  rank; 
that  is,  from  July  1  of  the  year  in  which  the  increment  is  added. 

(b)  What  will  be  the  authorized  strength  of  the  (leneral  Staff 
after  the  bill  is  signed? 

Answer.  The  authorized  strength  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  after 
the  bill  is  signed,  will  be  that  provided  by  existing  law  until  July  1, 
1916,  when  the  first  increment  of  the  increase  is  added. 

(c)  Will  the  law  require  the  officers  of  the  General  Staff  in  ex- 
cess of  the  number  authorized  for  duty  in  Washington  to  be  imme- 
diately relieved  and  assigned  to  duty  elsewhere? 
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Answer,  Section  5  of  the  act  provides  that — 

Not  more  than  one-half  of  all  the  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shall  at  any 
time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the 
District  of  Columbia,  etc. 

HeM^  That  this  is  general  law,  which  became  effective  upon  the 
signing  of  the  bill. 

{(I)  Does  the  provision  for  the  details  in  the  General  Staff  create 
vacancies  as  provided  in  section  27  of  the  act  of  February  2,  1901, 
upon  the  signing  of  the  bill,  or  does  this  part  of  the  bill  become  effec- 
tive July  1.  due  to  resulting  increase  in  the  officers?  Does  this  in- 
crease become  effective  at  once,  or  in  five  increments,  as  provided  for 
other  increases? 

Answer.  This  provision  requires  that  section  27  of  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 2,  1901, ''  shall  apply  to  each  position  vacated  by  officers  below 
the  grade  of  general  officer  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps."  It 
creates  vacancies  immediately  upon  the  approval  of  the  act  and 
brings  such  vacancies  under  the  operation  of  section  27,  supra,  but 
such  vacancies  can  not  be  regarded  as  within  the  operation  of  sec- 
tion 24  of  the  act  which  provides  that  the  increases  in  the  commis- 
sioned and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Armj^  shall  be  construed  as 
specifically  creating  vacancies  in  the  positions  vacated  by  the  officers 
comprising  the  existing  General  Staff  Corps  and  providing  for  their 
being  filled  under  the  operation  of  section  27  of  the  act  of  Febru- 
ary 2,  1901,  and  as  to  future  increments  to  the  General  Staff  Corps 
vacancies  upon  the  detail  of  the  officers  comprising  such  increments. 
(G-310,  J.  A.  G,,  May  25,  1916.) 


[Extract  from  Bulletin  No.  28,  Aug.  18,  1916.] 

GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS NUMBER  OF  OFFICERS  AUTHORIZED  TO  BE  OX  DUTY 

IN  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Section  5  of  the  national  defense  act  relating  to  the  General  Staff 
Corps  specifies  the  grades  and  number  of  officers  thereof,  all  of  whom 
shall  be  detailed  therein  for  periods  of  four  years,  unless  sooner  re- 
lieved, and  further,  that  "  not  more  than  one-half  of  all  of  the  officers 
detailed  in  said  corps  shall  at  any  time  be  stationed  or  assigned  to 
or  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near  the  District  of  Columbia."' 

Held^  that  general  officers  detailed  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  must 
be  regarded  as  part  of  the  one-half  of  the  officers  of  the  corps  per- 
mitted to  be  assigned  to  or  employed  on  dutv  in  or  near  the  District 
of  Columbia,     (6-211,  J.  A.  G,,  July  25,  1916.) 


[Bulletin  No.  48.] 

War  Department, 
Washington,  October  20, 1916, 
The  following  rules  governing  the  administration  of  the  last 
proviso  of  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  3.  1916, 
known  as  the  national  defense  act,  which  permits  officers  of  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  Corps  or  of  Army  Staff  Corps  or  department  who  are  pro- 
moted to  the  next  higher  grade  while  so  serving  to  serve  out  the 
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periods  of  their  detail  are  publislied  for  the  information  and  guid- 
xince  of  ail  concerned : 

1.  No  officer  will  be  detailed  to  a  staff  corps  or  department,  includ- 
ing the  General  Staff  Corps,  who  has  less  than  one  year  to  serve  in 
his  grade  before  promotion. 

2.  No  officer  of  any  staff  corps  or  department  promoted  to  the  next 
higher  grade  while  so  serving  will  be  retained  who  has  less  than  one 
jear  to  serve  before  the  expiration  of  his  detail. 

3.  When  a  vacancy  occurs  in  a  staff  corps  or  department  among 
the  officers  regularly  detailed  in  a  grade  of  that  staff  corps,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  surplus  officers  in  that  grade  created  by  the  ap- 
plication of  the  last  proviso  of  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act, 
the  vacancy  will  be  filled  by  the  assignment  thereto  of  a  surplus  officer 
of  that  grade  of  that  staff  corps,  if  there  be  such,  of  the  arm  from 
which  the  regular  detail  was  made. 

4.  The  vacancy  in  the  next  lower  grade  caused  by  the  disposition 
of  a  surplus  officer  as  provided  in  the  preceding  rule,  or  by  the  ex- 
piration of  the  detail  of  a  surplus  officer  in  a  higher  grade,  will  be 
similarly  filled,  should  there  be  surplus  offic  ers  in  that  ^rade. 

5.  Where  no  surplus  officer  of  the  arm  concerned  exists  in  a  grade 
available  to  fill  a  vacancy  then  the  vacancy  will  be  filled  in  any  staff 
corps  or  department,  except  the  General  Staff  Corps,  as  prescribed 
in  Paragraph  II,  Bulletin  No.  29,  War  Department,  1915.  (2475270, 
A.  G.  O.) 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War  : 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  General^  Chief  of  Staff, 
Official  : 

H.  P.  McCain, 

The  Adjutant  General. 


[Extract  from  General  Orders,  No.  58,  Oct.  31,  1916.] 

IX.  1.  General  Staff, — The  duties  of  the  General  Staff  in  connection 
with  militaiT  mapping  will  be  the  examination  of  mapping  projects 
submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  and,  where 
necessary,  the  preparation  of  instructions  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
requiring  the  latter  to  submit  projects  for  military  map  work  which 
may  be  round  necessari^  in  connection  with  the  studies  carried  on  and 
the  plans  for  military  operations  prepared  by  the  General  Staff.  As 
already  provided  by  regulations,  the  General  Staff  will  be  responsible 
for  the  collection  and  preparation  of  topographical  data  and  maps  of 
foreign  countries  in  times  of  peace  and,  in  case  of  operations  in  for- 
eign countries,  of  areas  remote  from  the  theater  of  field  operations. 

In  carrying  out  this  work  of  compiling  maps  of  foreign  countries, 
the  General  Staff  may  call  upon  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  assistance 
in  drafting  and  in  reproducing  maps. 

2.  Chief  of  Engineers, — The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  charged,  under 
the  general  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  with  the  preparation  of 
projects  for  military'  map  work  in  the  United  States,  including  co- 
operation with  other  public  and  private  mapping  bureaus,  and  with 
preparation  for  carrj'ing  out  such  map  work  as  may  be  necessary  in 
connection  with  prospective  military  operations.     Annually,  before 
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January  1,  the  Chief  of  Engineers  will  submit  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  a 
project  for  the  next  fiscal  year.  Such  additional  reports  may  be  sub- 
mitted from  time  to  time  as  the  Chief  of  Engineers  may  see  fit,  or  as 
may  be  called  for  by  the  Chief  of  Staff.  At  the  proper  time,  with  a 
view  to  the  incorporation  in  the  annual  project,  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers will  request  of  all  heads  of  bureaus  a  statement  as  to  any  map 
work  which  may  be  required  by  such  other  bureaus,  or  the  field  serv- 
ices thereof,  and  which  might  profitably  be  undertaken  as  part  of 
the  general  project  of  mapping  for  the  Army,  and  such  bureaus  will 
comply  with  such  request  withm  one  month  from  the  date  of  receipt. 
In  accordance  with  this  general  policy,  the  Chief  of  Engineers  is 
charged  with  the  supervision  of  the  technical  details  of  sui*\"eys  made 
under  the  War  Department  projects  or  orders  for  military  map 
work;  with  the  reproduction  of  military  maps  by  tracing,  blue  print, 
lithogi-aphy,  or  other  methods,  except  of  confidential  maps  of  foreign 
countries  or  other  special  maps  required  to  be  made  by  or  for  the 
General  Staff  in  connection  with  its  studies;  and  with  the  custody  of 
tracings  and  negatives  of  military  maps  required  for  reproduction 
except  confidential  maps  of  foreign  countries  and  the  special  maps 
mentioned  above.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to 
furnish,  on  requisition  approved  by  department  commanders,  copies 
of  any  maps  in  his  custody  pertaining  to  their  territorial  departments 
which  are  required  for  distribution  to  the  service  and,  on  approval  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  copies  of  maps  pertaining  to  other  territorial  de- 
partments and  copies  of  maps  required  to  be  accumulated  with  a  view 
to  being  available  for  possible  military  operations. 

3.  DepartmeTU  <?am^m^7i^/er^,— rDepartment  commanders  are  re-^ 
sponsible  for  the  prompt  execution  of  the  War  Department  projects 
for  map  work  pertaining  to  their  territorial  departments  which  re- 
quires the  services  of  troops  and,  so  far  as  may  be  practicable,  they 
will  provide,  for  this  purpose,  the  necessary  personnel,  transporta- 
tion, subsistence,  and  other  similar  requirements  for  the  work. 

For  use  in  making  up  the  War  Department  mapping  project,  they 
w:ill  submit,  so  as  to  reach  the  War  Department  annually  before 
August  15,  their  recommendations  in  regard  to  the  militarj-  map 
work  to  be  done  during  the  following  fiscal  year  within  their  depart- 
ments, listing  in  order  of  importance  the  various  localities  recom- 
mended to  m  mapped  and  the  special  survevs  to  be  made.  These 
recommendations  should  show^  map  work  to  be  done  by  troops  and 
that  recommended  to  be  done  by  the  Geological  Survey  and  other 
Government  bureaus  or  by  private  agencies. 

4.  Department  engineers. — Department  engineers,  under  the  general 
supervision  of  department  commanders,  will  have  charge,  within 
their  territorial  departments,  of  the  map  work  required  by  War  De- 
partment projects  to  be  executed  by  militarv  agencies.  Upon  comple- 
tion of  such  maps,  they  will  be  forwarded  direct  to  the  Chief  of 
Engineers. 

In  accordance  with  paragraph  784,  Army  Regulations,  direct  com- 
munication between  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  department  engi- 
neers, with  regard  to  technical  features  of  military  map  work,  is 
authorized. 

5.  Chief  engineers. — The  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  chief 
engineers  of  territorial  or  tactical  commands  will,  for  the  commands 
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to  which  they  pertain,  be  similar  to  those  outlined  above  for  depart- 
ment engineers.  The  engineer  organization  assigned  to  divisions  or 
higher  tactical  units  will  be  equipped  to  make  and  supply  the  special 
maps' needed  in  the  conduct  of  operations  within  the  sector  assigned 
to  such  units.  In  case  of  operations  in  foreign  countries,  upon  the 
completion  by  the  Engineer  Department  of  maps  of  areas  within  the 
theater  of  operations,  all  originals  and  such  numbers  of  copies  as  may 
be  desii-ed,  will  be  turned  over  to  that  section  of  the  War  Department 
General  Staff  charged  with  intelligence  duties.     (2478286,  A.  G.  O.) 


[Extract  from   Bulletin  No.   30,   May   22,   1917.] 
GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS. 

For  pay  of  oflScers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  $132,600:  Provided^ 
That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act 
approved  June  3,  1916,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  for  the 
period  of  the  existing  emergency  to  read  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  5.  The  General  Staff  Corps. — The  General  Staff  Corps  shall 
consist  of  one  Chief  of  Staff,  who  shall  be  a  general  officer  of  the  line 
and  who  shall  take  rank  and  precedence  over  all  other  officers  of  the 
Army;  two  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  who  shall  be  general 
officers  of  the  line,  one  of  whom  shall  be  the  president  of  the  Army 
War  College;  ten  colonels;  twelve  lieutenant  colonels;  thirty-two 
majors;  and  thirty- four  captains,  to  be  detailed  from  corresponding 
g^^des  in  the  Army  as  in  this  section  hereinafter  provided.  All 
officers  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  detailed  therein 
for  a  period  of  fourvears,  unless  sooner  relieved.  While  serving  in 
the  General  Staff  Cforps,  officers  may  be  temporarily  assigned  to 
duty  with  any  branch  of  the  Army,  tjpon  being  relieved  from  duty 
in  the  General  Staff  Corps,  officers  shall  return  to  the  branch  of  the 
Army  in  which  they  hold  permanent  commissions,  and  no  officer  shall 
be  eligible  to  a  further  detail  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  until  he 
shall  have  served  two  years  with  the  branch  of  the  Army  in  which 
commissioned,  except  in  time  of  actual  or  threatened  hostilities. 
Section  27  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  2,  1901,  shall 
apply  to  each  position  vacated  by  oflBcers  below  the  grade  of  general 
officer  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps." 

Additional  pay  for  length  of  service,  $38,480. 


[Extract  from  Bullotln  No.  81,  May  23,  1917.] 
GENERAL  STAFF   CORPS. 

Composition  of  General  Staff  Corps, — ^"  For  pay  of  officers  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps,  $132,600:  Provided,  That  the  first  paragraph  of 
section  5  of  the  national  defense  act  approved  June  3,  1916,  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  amended  for  the  period  of  the  existing  emergency 
to  read  as  follows : 

" '  Sec.  5.  The  General  Staff  Corps. — The  General  Staff  Corps 
shall  consist  of  one  Chief  of  Staff,  who  shall  be  a  general  officer  of  the 
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line  and  who  shall  take  rank  and  precedence  over  all  other  oflBcer»' 
of  the  Army ;  two  assistants  to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  who  shall  be  gen- 
eral oflBcers  of  the  line,  one  of  whom  shall  be  the  president  of  the 
Army  War  College ;  ten  colonels ;  twelve  lieutenant  colonels ;  thirty- 
two  majors;  and  thirty- four  captains,  to  be  detailed  from  corre- 
sponding grades  in  the  Army  as  in  this  section  hereinafter  provided. 
All  officers  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  detailed 
therein  for  a  period  of  four  years,  unless  sooner  relieved.  While 
serving  in  the  General  Staff  Corps,  officers  may  be  temporariljr  as- 
signed to  duty  with  any  branch  of  the  Army.  Upon  being  relieved 
from  duty  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  officers  shall  return  to  the 
branch  of  the  Army  in  which  they  hold  permanent  commissions, 
and  no  officer  shall  be  eligible  to  a  further  detail  in  the  General  Staff 
Corps  until  he  shall  have  served  two  years  with  the  branch  of  the. 
Army  in  which  commissioned,  except  in  time  of  actual  or  threatened 
hostilities.  Section  27  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February 
2,  1901,  shall  apply  to  each  position  vacated  by  officers  below  the 
grade  of  general  officer  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps."* 
(Page  9.) 

General  Staff  Corps  in  Washington, — ^''Provided  further^  That  the 
following  language  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  June  3,  1916,  entitled 
'An  act  for  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,'  to  wit:  'Not  more  than 
one-half  of  all  of  the  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  at  any  time 
be  stationed,  or  assigned  to  or  employed  upon  any  duty,  in  or  near 
the  District  of  Columbia,'  be  amended  so  as  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  same  during  the  existing  emer- 
gency."    (tage  44.) 

[Extract  from  Bulletin  No.  74,  Dec.  81,  1917.] 

V.  1.  There  being  throughout  the  Army  a  marked  lack  of  appre- 
ciation of  the  importance  and  scope  of  the  intelligence  duties  of  the 
General  Staff,  particularly  as  pertains  to  troops  in  the  field,  the 
following  analysis  of  the  status  of  an  Intelligence  Service  for  our 
Army  is  promul^o:ated.  A  full  appreciation,  acceptance,  and  appli- 
cation of  the  policy  herein  presented  is  enjoined  upon  all  concerned. 

2.  The  duties  of  the  General  Staff  with  troops  are  divisible  into 
two  general  classes — ^those  pertaining  to  operations  under  the  direct 
charge  of  2d  G.  S.  O.,  and  those  pertaining  to  intelligence  under  the 
direct  charge  of  3d  G.  S.  O.  Paragraphs  5  and  6  and  Appendix  A, 
Staff  Manual,  U.  S.  A.,  1917,  give  in  detail  the  duties  of  the  General 
Staff  with  troops. 

3.  In  no  sense  is  the  intelligence  section  of  a  division  or  a  corps 
an  "  information  bureau."  It  has  little  to  do  with  information  of 
our  own  forces.  It  deals  almost  exclusively  with  information  of  the 
enemy,  which  it  collects,  collates,  and  makes  available  for  the  use 
of  the  operations  section  in  the  latter's  work  of  preparing  the  plans 
of  operation.  The  Intelligence  Section  is  the  normal  medium 
through  which  the  information  of  the  enemy  is  made  available  for 
the  use  of  our  forces.  The  responsibility  of  this  section  is  to  pro- 
cure and  provide  all  available  information  in  a  form  directly  usable 
by  the  Operations  Section.    The  Operations  Section  must  in  turn 
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base  its  plans  upon  the  information  provided  it  by  the  Intelligence 
Section. 

4.  A  study  of  the  scope  and  functioning  of  the  Intelligence  Serv- 
ice throughout  the  military  organization  is  enjoined  upon  all  com- 
manding officers  from  company  commanders  upward.  To  accom- 
plish this,  paragraph  6  and  Appendix  A  of  the  Staff  Manual,  U.  S. 
A.,  1917,  will  be  carefully  studied. 

5.  The  3d  G.  S.  O.  should  be  an  officer  of  high  professional  abili- 
ties and  experience,  having  the  special  qualifications  necessary  for 
this  work. 

6.  The  training  period  available  must  be  fully  utilized  for  devel- 
oping and  training  the  intelligence  organization  of  all  units.  (322.- 
999,  A.  G.  O.) 

[General   Orders,  No.   14.1 

War  Department, 
Wrmhhic/fon^  Fchmory  9,  1918, 

I.  The  Chief  of  the  General  Staff,  with  the  assistance  of  the  War 
Council  ci*eated  under  General  Orders,  No.  160,  War  Department, 
1917,  is  the  immediate  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  all 
matters  relating  to  the  Military  Establishment,  and  is  charged  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  with  the  planning  and  development  of  the 
Army  progiam  in  its  entirety.  He  exercises  such  supervising  and 
coordinating  poijvers  and  secures  such  information  as  his  judgment 
may  dictate,  to  the  end  that  the  war  policies  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
may  be  harmoniously  executed  by  the  several  corps,  bureaus,  and  all 
other  agencies  of  the  Military  JEstablishment,  and  the  Army  pro- 
gram to  its  last  detail  be  carried  out  speedily  and  efficiently.  The 
planning  of  the  Army  program  in  its  entirety,  the  constant  develop- 
ment thereof  in  its  larger  aspects,  and  the  relating  of  this  program 
to  the  General  Staff  and  the  entire  Army  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  and.  the  War  Council.  The  burden  uix>n  the  Chief 
of  Staff,  the  Assistant  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  the  officers  forming  the 
General  Staff  in  their  duties  in  connection  with  the  administration 
of  the  Army  program  by  the  Militarj'^  Establishment  has  so  increased 
that  it  becomes  immediately  necessary  to  organize  the  General  Staff 
into  responsible  divisions. 

Accordingly  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  directed  to  organize  the  General 
Staff  into  five  main  divisions  under  his  direct  control  and  to  attach 
to  the  General  Staff  such  personnel,  officers,  and  civilians  that  the 
work  of  the  General  Staff  may  proceed.  Each  division  shall  be 
under  an  officer  who  shall  have  full  power  to  act  for  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  upon  all  matters  charged  to  his  divi- 
sion.   Such  divisions  and  duties  of  each  are  as  follows : 

1.  Executive  Division, — This  division  shall  take  charge  of  the 
office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  under  an  officer  to  be  known  as  the  exe  u- 
tive  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  who  shall  be  an  assistant  to  the 
Chief  of  Staff.  The  executive  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall 
act  for  the  Chief  of  Staff  or  the  Acting  Chief  of  Staff  during  their 
respective  absences.  This  division  shall  have  cognizance  and  con- 
trol of  the  following  subjects : 

{a)  To  supervise  the  organization,  administration,  and  methods 
of  all  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  and  the  several  bureaus,  corps, 
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and  other  agencies  of  the  War  Department,  to  the  end  that  all  such 
matters  may  be  comprehensively  treated  and  the  activities  of  all 
such  agencies  may  oe  coordinated,  duplication  of  work  avoided, 
harmonious  action  secured,  and  all  unnecessary  machinery  of  organi- 
zation and  administration  eliminated. 

(h)  The  collection,  compilation,  and  maintenance  of  all  statistical 
information  obtained  from  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  or  other  agen- 
cies of  the  Military  Establishment,  both  as  to  troops  and  supplies, 
as  well  as  all  other  statistical  information  obtained  from  outside 
sources  relating  to  the  war  program  for  transmission  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the  War  Council,  the  General  Staff, 
and  the  several  divisions  thereof. 

(c)  Military  intelligence  concerning  espionage,  counter  espionage, 
fire  prevention,  and  other  matters  thereto  related.  This  section  to  be 
designated  Military  Intelligence  Branch. 

(d)  Requisitions  and  permits. 

(e)  Promotions  and  assignments. 

(/)  The  Militia  Bureau  and  Federal  guards. 

2.  War  Plans  Divisi/m. — This  division  shall  undertake  the  study 
of  and  submit  reports  upon  all  matters  referl-ed  to  it  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Chief  of  St^ff  and  shall  be  in  charge  of  an  officer  desig- 
nated as  the  Director  of  the  War  Plans  Division.  This  officer  will 
be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  vStaff  and  shall  be  president  of  the 
War  College  and  in  charge  of  all  activities  at  the  War  College. 
The  duties  of  this  division  shall  also  include  the  following  matters : 

(a)  Plans  for  the  organization  of  all  branches  of  the  Army. 

(b)  The  study  and  determination  of  the  types  and  the  quantities 
of  equipment  for  all  branches  of  the  Army,  and  the  approval  of 
design  and  types  of  equipment  submitted  by  the  several  bureaus; 
supervision  of  research  and  invention  by  the  several  bureaus  or  other 
agencies  of  the  Military  Establishment  in  connection  with  equip- 
ment. 

(r)  Projects  for  national  defense. 

(d)  Training  for  all  branches  of  the  Army,  the  tactics  and  meth- 
ods of  warfare  to  be  employed,  together  with  all  publications  having 
relation  thereto,  and  the  supervision  of  military  schools. 

(e)  The  translation  and  compilation  of  foreign  documents  relat- 
ing to  military  affairs. 

(/)  Collection,  compilation,  and  maintenance  of  complete  mili- 
tary' records. 

(f]f)  Proposed  legislation  and  the  preparation  of  regulations  and 
rules  for  the  Military  Establishment. 

3.  Purchase  and  Supply  Division. — This  division  shall  have  cog- 
nizance and  supervision  of  the  purchase  and  production  of  all  muni- 
tions and  other  supplies  required  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  under  an 
officer  designated  as  the  Director  of  Purchases  and  Supplies,  who 
shall  be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  The  duties  of  this  divi- 
sion shall  include  the  following  matters: 

(a)  The  supervision  and  direction  of  all  purchase,  procurement, 
and  production  activities  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  War  Department. 

The  coordination  and  correlation  of  the  purchase  and  procurement 
activities  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the  War 
Department. 
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The  representing  of  the  Army  in  all  arrangements  for  coordinating 
the  purchase  and  procurement  activities  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps, 
and  other  agencies  of  the  War  Department  with  other  agencies  of  the 
Government  and  with  the  Allies. 

(b)  The  determination  of  purchasing  and  manufacturing  priorities 
between  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  within  the  War 
Department  and  in  relation  to  other  agencies  of  the  Government,  and 
also  the  determination  of  preference  to  be  afforded  to  contractors  for 
supplies  in  the  matter  of  shortage  of  fuel,  power,  and  raw  materials. 

(c)  The  supervision  and  coordination  of  all  appropriations,  esti- 
mates, ancj  requirements,  and  other,  financial  matters  relating  to  the 
purchase  of  munitions  and  all  other  supplies, 

{(I)  There  shall  be  in  the  Purchase  and  Supply  Division  the  office 
of  surveyor  general  of  supplies,  under  an  officer  or  a  civilian. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  surveyor  general  of  supplies  to  pro- 
vide that  all  arrangements  for  the  purchase,  procurement,  and  pro- 
duction of  all  munitions  and  other  supplies  for  the  use  of  the  Army 
shall  be  so  correlated  and  otherwise  scheduled  as  most  effectually  to 
forward  the  Army  program  and  most  advantageously  utilize  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  the  country. 

4.  Storage  and  Traffic  Divwion, — This  division  shall  have  cogni- 
zance and  control  of  the  transportation  of  all  branches  of  the  Army, 
and  of  all  munitions  and  other  supplies  for  the  Army,  both  by  land 
and  sea,  and  all  storage  facilities  in  connection  therewith,  under  an 
officer  desiginated  as  the  Director  of  Storage  and  Traffic,  who  shall 
be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  The  duties  of  this  division  shall 
include  the  following  matters: 

{a)  All  movements  of  troops,  as  well  as  of  munitions  and  of  sup- 
plies of  every  kind,  including  raw  materials  and  finished  products, 
both  during  manufacture  and  after  assembly,  to  points  of  embarka- 
tion, interior  points,  and  overseas  points,  and  in  and  out  of  all  storage. 

(h)  All  inland  traffic,  embarkation  service,  and  overseas  service 
relating  to  the  Army  program,  including  the  employment  of  all 
Army  transports  engaged  in  the  trans- Atlantic  service  and  such  com- 
mercial shipping  as  may  be  used  to  supplement  that  service,  includ- 
ing all  arrangements  with  the  Navy  Department  for  convoy  service. 

(e)  All  storage  for  munitions  and  all  other  supplies  of  the  Army 
on  the  seaboard  and  at  interior  points. 

Direct  correspondence  between  the  Director  of  Storage  and  Traffic 
and  the  commanding  officers  of  ports  of  embarkation  is  authorized. 
Copies  of  all  requisitions,  requests,  and  information  of  every  charac- 
ter received  from  the  commanding  general  of  our  forces  in  Europe, 
or  his  subordinates,  which  bear  upon  reinforcements  or  renewals  of 
supplies  will  be  transmitted  to  the  Director  of  Storage  and  Traffic, 
and,  in  general,  this  officer  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  arranging  that 
all  supplies  for  our  forces  in  this  country  and  in  Europe  shall  be  for- 
warded in  the  most  expeditious  and  convenient  manner,  and  to  that 
end  he  is  authorized  to  exercise  control  of  Army  shipment,  both  within 
the  territory  of  the  United  States  and  as  the  same  relates  to  the  over- 
seas haul. 

The  embarkation  service  created  under  Section  III,  General  Or- 
ders, No.  102,  War  Department,  1917,  is  hereby  transferred  to  the 
Storage  and  Traffic  Division. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  6(W 4 
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5.  Army  Operations  Division. — This  division  shall  have  c<^nizance 
and  control  of  Army  operations  under  an  officer  who  is  designated  as 
the  Director  of  Operations,  who  shall  be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of 
Staff.    The  duties  of  this  division  shall  include  the  foUowing  matters: 

(a)  The  operation  of  all  branches  of  the  Army,  the  recruitment 
and  mobilization  of  the  Army,  the  personnel  of  troops,  the  selection 
of  special  troops,  the  movements  and  distribution  of  troops,  and  the 
determination  of  all  overseas  priorities. 

(b)  The  assi^ment  of  equipment  to  all  branches  of  the  Army  and 
the  determination  of  priorities  with  respect  to  such  assignments. 

(c)  The  supervision  and  coordination  of  camp  sites,  cai^tonments,. 
Army  posts,  hospitals,  sanitation,  construction  plans,  and  projects 
as  the  same  relate  to  all  branches  of  the  Army. 

Note. — The  organization  of  the  General  Staff  as  now  established 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  as  related  to  the  several  bureaus,  corps, 
and  other  agencies  of  the  Military  Establishment,  is  shown  upon  the 
acconipanying  chart  published  under  date  of  February  5,  1918,  by 
the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

The  officer  in  charge  of  each  of  the  five  divisions  of  the  General 
Staff  herein  created  will  be  furnished  such  personnel,  commissioned 
and  civilian,  and  such  clerical  assistants  as  may  be  necessary  to  en- 
able him  to  fully  execute  his  duties,  and  each  division,  with  the 
exception  of  the  War  Plans  Division,  will  have  office  space  in  the 
War  Department  Building. 

The  officer  in  charge  of  each  division  of  the  (ieneral  Staff  is  au- 
thorized to  issue  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief 
of  Staff  as  to  matters  within  his  control  which  involve  the  carrying 
out  of  policies  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  and  may  confer  this  authority  to  the  chiefs  of  sections  within 
his  division. 

The  chiefs  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Military  Establishment  will  cooperate  to  the  fullest  extent  in  the 
execution  of  this  order.  It  will  be  their  duty  to  promptly  transmit 
all  information  called  for  as  to  the  number  and  condition  of  troops, 
the  condition  of  all  equipment,  munitions,  and  all  other  supplies  of 
the  Army ;  all  arrangements  for  their  purchase  and  production,  and 
generally  all  information  within  their  cognizance  relating  to  the  war 
program,  either  through  the  executive  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff 
for  the  immediate  use  of  the  several  divisions  of  the  General  Staff 
or,  when  ordered  so  to  do,  direct  to  the  chief  of  the  division  of  the 
General  Staff  particularly  interested. 

The  chiefs  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Military  Establishment  will  communicate  directly  with  the  chiefs  of 
the  several  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  upon  all  matters  as  to  which 
the  latter  have  control, 

II.  General  Orders,  Xo.  5,  War  Department,  1918.  and  Section  IV, 
General  Orders,  No.  167,  War  Department,  1917,  are  rescinded  with 
reference  to  the  duties  set  forth  in  the  two  orders.     (321.1,  A.  G.  O.) 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

John  Biddle, 
Major  General^  Acting  Chief  of  Staff. 

Official : 

H.  P.  McCain, 

The  Adjutant  General. 
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[Extract  from  General  Orders  No.  36,  Apr.  16.  1918.] 

II.  There  is  hereby  created  in  the  office  of  the  executive  assistant 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff  a  coordination  section  of  the  General  Staff. 

This  section  will  devise  and  put  into  active  operation  a  practical 
working  plan  for  coordinating  the  activities  of  all  the  divisions  of  ','/ 
General  Staff  and  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agenci*^  »  . 
the  War  Department.  ^ 

It  will  make  a  careful  study  of  the  organization  of  all  divi  ms 
of  the  General  Staff  w^th  a  view  of  prescribing  definite  delimiti  ion 
of  their  duties. 

It  will  make  effective  methods  to  prevent  the  duplication  of  work 
and  to  eliminate  all  unnecessary  machinery  of  organization  and  ad- 
ministration. It  will  make  a  study  of  completed  action  and  policies 
so  that  it  can  survey  in  a  broad  way  the  work  of  the  General  Staff 
and  keep  the  Chief  of  Staff  advised,  through  the  executive  assistant, 
of  the  work  of  the  General  Staff  as  a  whole.  It  will  devise  methods 
for  following  up  papers  to  secure  prompt  action,  to  cut  out  unneces- 
sary paper  work,  and  improve  and  standardize  forms.  It  will  make 
a  careful  study  of  the  record  systems  employed  in  the  General  Staff' 
» with  a  view  to  eliminating  unnecessai*y  records  and  avoiding  dupli- 
cation of  work. 

This  section  will  be  responsible  that  all  necessary  information 
required  by  the  General  Staff  is  received  through  proper  channels 
from  all  bureaus  of  the  War  Department  or  other  agencies,  so  the 
Chief  of  Staff  will  have  available  at  all  times  information  as  to  the 
status  of  the  military  program. 

The  chiefs  of  the  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  and  the  heads  of 
all  bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  upon  application  of  the  officers 
on  duty  in  coordination  section  of  the  General  Staff,  will  see  that  the 
necessary  information  is  furnished  so  as  to  enable  this  section  of  the 
General  Staff*  to  properly  perform  the  duties  above  prescribed. 
(321.19,  A.  G.  O.) 

[Extract  from  (General  Orders  No.  41,  Apr.  24,  1918.] 

IV.  Subparagraphs  (a)  and  (7>),  paragraph  2,  and  subparagi^aph 
(fc),  paragraph  5,  Section  I,  General  Orders,  No.  14,  AYar  Depart- 
ment, 1918,  are  amended  as  follows : 

2.  War  Plans  Division, — *     *     *. 

(a)  Plans  for  the  organization  of  all  branches  of  the  Army,  in- 
cluding the  quantities  and  types  of  such  equipment  as  effect  'Tables 
of  Organization. 

(h)  The  supervision  of  research  and  invention  in  connection  with 
equipment  and  war  materiel,  including  the  adoption  of  new  types 
which  involve  changes  in  organization. 

5.  Army  Operations  Divimon, — *     *     *. 

(b)  The  study  and  determination  of  the  types  and  quantities  of 
equipment  for  all  branches  of  the  Army,  the  approval  of  design  and 
types  of  equipment  submitted  by  the  several  bureaus  or  other  agen- 
cies, not  involving  changes  in  organization,  regulations  concerning  the 
care  and  disposition  of  equipment,  the  assignment  of  equipment  to  all 
branches  of  the  Army  and  the  determination  of  priorities  with  re- 
spect to  such  assignment.     (321.1,  A.  G.  O.) 
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[Extract  from  General  Orders  No.  60,  May  20,  1918.] 

I.  The  duties  of  the  several  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  (pre- 
scribed in  General  Orders,  No.  14,  War  Department,  1918,  as  amended 
by  Section  I,  General  Orders,  No.  36,  and  Section  V,  General  Orders, 
No.  41,  War  Department,  1918)  are  hereby  further  defined  as  follows: 

The  Army  Operations  Division  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  study- 
ing and  determining  the  types  and  quantities  of  equipment  and 
supplies  for  all  branches  of  the  Army. 

The  Division  of  Purchases,  Storage  and  Traffic  is  charged  with 
the  duty  of  sui>ervising  the  computation  of  requirements  and  rates 
of  production  necessarv  to  provide  types  and  quantities  of  equipment 
as  determined  bv  the  Army  Operations  Division. 

Statements  oi  the  types  and  quantities  of  equipment  and  supplies 
for  all  branches  of  the  Army  shall  be  furnished  the  several  bureaus 
by  the  Army  Operations  Division.  It  shall  then  be  the  duty  of  the 
supply  bureaus,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Division  of  Purchases, 
Storage  and  Traffic,  to  compute  the  requirements  and  rates  of  pro- 
duction necessary  to  provide  equipment  and  supplies  in  the  quan- 
tities, at  the  places,  and  within  the  time  determined  by  the  Ai*my 
Operations  Division.     (321.1,  A.  G.  O.)  • 


[Extract  from  General  Orders,  No.  52,  May  25,  1918.] 

V.  1.  Jurisdiction  and  control  of  all  transportation  for  the  Army 
having  been  vested  in  the  Storage  and  Traffic  Division  (now  called 
tlie  Divi.sion  of  Purchases,  Storage,  and  Traffic  of  the  General  Staff) 
imder  the  provisions  of  paragraph  4,  Section  I,  General  Orders,  No. 
14,  War  Department,  1918,  the  director  thereof  was  thereby,  in 
effect,  authorized  to  issue  from  time  to  time,  through  his  assistants, 
directly  to  depot  and  other  quartermasters,  instructions  pertaining 
to  methods,  routing,  and  preferential  shipments  of  troops  and  sup- 
plies for  the  Army. 

2.  All  persons  providing  transportation  of  troops  or  making  ship- 
ment of  supplies  for  or  through  the  Quartermaster  Corps  and  their 
immediate  commanding  officei*s  are  enjoined  to  comply  promptly 
with  all  instructions  and  directions  issued  to  them  by  authority  of 
the  Director  of  Purchases,  Storage,  and  Traffic  with  reference  to 
methods,  routings,  and  prefeix^ntial  shipments  of  troops  and  sup- 
plies and  all  other  matters  pertaining  to  trans})ortation  of  persons 
or  stores,  acknowledging  receipts  directly  to  the  issuing  sources,  with 
duplicates  to  the  Quartermaster  General  for  his  information. 

(a)  Methods  will  include  the  system  of  making  packages  for 
shipment ;  the  use  of  prescribed  forms,  when  available ;  the  keeping 
of  prescribed  records  of  transportation,  of  shipments,  and  of  cars; 
the  condensing  or  gix)uping  or  shipments  in  cars ;  and  economizing 
car  space  by  loading  cars  to  capacity  or  by  reducing  the  shipping 
bulk  of  special  clas-es  of  freight  or  otherwise. 

(6)  Eouting  will  include  transportation  over  selected  routes  in 
order  to  distribute  the  traffic  and  relieve  congestion;  distribution  be- 
tween freight,  express,  and  parcel-post  shipments;  provided  that  in 
routing  troops  and  property  under  this  paragraph  preference  be 
given  to  land-grant  lines  or  equalization  lines  when  practicable. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GENERAL  STAFF   CORPS  AND  MEDALg  OF  HONOR.  53 

(c)  Preferential  shipments  will  cover  delaying  a  specified  move- 
ment or  shipment  or  class  thereof  until  another  specified  movement, 
shipment,  or  class  thereof  shall  have  been  made,  or  routing  a  speci- 
fied movernent  or  shipment  or  class  thereof  by  a  desi^ated  route. 

3.  Pending  receipt  of  such  instructions  or  directions,  and  there- 
after when  not  conflicting  therewith,  the  rules,  regulations,  and  in- 
structions pertaining  to  transportation  as  issued  by  the  Quarter- 
master General  will  be  strictly  complied  with. 

4.  All  orders  and  instructions  issued  in  compliance  with  this  order 
will  take  precedence  over  all  conflicting  orders  and  instructions  from 
whatever  source.     (520,  A.  G.  O.) 


[Extract  from  General  Orders.  No.  66,  July  12,  1918.] 

III.  The  conuiumding  officer  of  a  division  or  higher  tactical  unit 
is  authorized  to  detail  such  general  staff  officei's  as  may  be  necessary 
to  provide  the  number  prescribed  in  the  Tables  of  Organization  for 
his  unit.  Those  who  arc  not  regularly  detailed  as  members  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  by  order  of  the  War  Department  will  be  de- 
tailed by  authority  of  the  War  Department  for  the  existing  emer- 
gency and  will  wear  the  insignia  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  in- 
cluding the  band  of  black  braid  on  the  sleeve.     (210.01.  A.  G.  O.) 


[Extract  from  General  Orders  No.  69,  July  30,  1918.1 

IV.  Section  III,  General  Orders,  Xo.  58,  War  Department,  1918,  is 
rescinded  and  the  following  substituted  therefor: 

1.  Induction  into  the  military  service  for  duty  with  a  bureau,  in- 
cluding the  General  Staff  Corps,  of  the  War  Department  in  Wash- 
ington or  in  offices  elsewhere  is  authorized  only  in  cases  of  men  tech- 
nically qualified  for  such  duty,  physically  disqualified  for  geneml 
militarj'  service,  and  physically  qualified  for  special  or  limited  mili- 
tary service  only,  or  of  men  in  the  deferred  classes  where  such  defer- 
ment has  been  granted  on  the  grounds  of  dependency. 

2.  Physically  qualified  men,  skilled  in  highly  specialized  occupa- 
tions, may  be  inducted  for  duty  with  a  bureau  when  it  is  shown  that 
it  is  impossible  to  secure  men  physically  qualified  for  special  or  lim- 
ited service  for  such  assignment. 

3.  The  chief  of  each  bureau  will  replace  all  men,  within  the  draft 
age  who  would  be  classified  in  Class  I,  qualified  for  general  military 
service,  now  assigned  to  such  duty  in  Washington  or  in  offices  else- 
where, by  men  physically  discjualified  for  general  military  service 
and  physically  qualified  for  special  or  limited  military  service  only, 
or  by  men  in  the  deferred  classes  where  such  deferment  has  been 

granted  on  the  ground  of  dependency,  by  December  31,  1918,  except 
lose  who  are  indispensable  and  where  others  not  within  the  draft 
age  are  not  available  to  take  their  places. 

4.  On  that  date  the  chiefs  of  bureaus  will  furnish  a  certificate  to 
The  Adjutant  General,  stating  that  all  men  then  employed  and  not 
replaced  who  are  within  the  draft  age  are  indispensable,  and  that 
others  not  within  the  draft  age  are  not  available  to  take  their  places. 
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5.  All  bureaus  requiring  the  services  of  men  in  any  capacity  shall 
make  requisitions  for  them  upon  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Army, 
who  will  coordinate  the  demand  and  assign  the  men  as  needed.  (201.6, 
A.G.  O.)  

[General  Orders  No.  80.] 

War  Department, 

WasMngton^  August  26,  1918. 

1.  The  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  is  the  immediate  adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  all  matters  relating  to  the  Military  Establish- 
ment, and  is  charged  by  the  Secretary  of  War  with  the  planing,  de- 
velopment, and  executfon  of  the  Army  program.  The  Chief  of  Staff 
by  law  (act  of  May  12,  1917^  takes  rank  and  precedence  over  all 
officers  of  the  Army,  and  by  virtue  of  that  position  and  bv  authority 
of  and  in  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  War  he  issues  such  orders  as 
will  insure  that  the  policies  of  the  War  Department  are  harmoniously 
executed  by  the  several  corps,  bureaus,  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Military  Establishment,  and  that  the  Army  program  is  carried  out 
speedily  and  efficiently. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  will  attach  to  the  General  Staff  such  personnel, 
officers,  and  civilians  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  that  the  work  or 
the  General  Staff  may  be  efficiently  performed. 

The  director  of  each  division  of  the  General  Staff  is  authorized  to 
issue  instruction  in  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  for  carrying  out  the  policies  approved  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  within  his  control. 

The  chiefs  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the 
'War  Department  are  authorized  to  communicate  directly  with  the 
directors  of  the  several  divisions  of  the  General  Staff  or  chiefs  of 
branches  on  matters  over  which  the  latter  have  control. 

2.  The  executive  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall  be  in  charge 
of  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Starf  and  shall  act  for  the  Chief  of  Staff 
in  his  temporary  absence.  He  will  have  cognizance  and  control  of 
the  following: 

(a)  Organization,  administration,  and  methods  of  all  of  the  divi- 
sions of  the  General  Staff  and  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  or  other 
agencies  of  tiie  War  Department,  to  the  end  that  the  activities  of  all 
such  agencies  may  be  coordinated,  duplication  of  work  avoided, 
harmonious  action*  secured,  and  that  unnecessary  machinery  of  organ- 
ization may  be  eliminated. 

(b)  The  collection  for  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
and  the  General  Staff  of  statistical  information  from  the  several 
bureaus,  corps,  or  other  agencies  of  the  Military  Establishment,  both 
as  to  troops  and  supplies  and  from  outside  sources  i^elating  to  the 
war  program. 

3.  Military  Intelligence  Division. — This  division  shall  have  cog- 
nizance and  control  of  military  intelligence,  both  positive  and  nega- 
tive, and  shall  be  in  charge  of  an  officer  designated  as  the  director  of 
military  intelligence,  who  will  be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
He  is  also  the  chief  military  censor.  The  duties  of  this  division  are 
to  maintain  estimates  revised  daily  of  the  military  situation,  the 
economic  situation,  and  of  such  other  matters  as  the  Chief  of  Staff 
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may  direct,  and  to  collect,  collate,  and  disseminate  military  intelli- 
gence. It  will  cooperate  with  the  intelligence  section  of  the  general 
staffs  of  allied  countries  in  connection  with  military  intelligence: 
prepare  instructions  in  military  intelligence  work  for  the  use  of  our 
forces;  supervise  the  training  of  personnel  for  intelligence  work; 
organize,  direct,  and  coordinate  tne  intelligence  service;  supervise 
the  duties  of  military  attaches ;  communicate  direct  with  department 
intelligence  officers  and  intelligence  officers  at  posts,  camps,  and  sta- 
tions, and  with  commands  in  the  field  in  matters  relating  to  military 
intelligence;  obtain,  reproduce,  and  issue  maps;  translate  foreign 
documents;  disburse  and  accoimt  for  intelligence  funds;  cooperate 
with  the  censorship  board  and  with  intelligence  agencies  of  other 
departments  of  the  Government. 

4.  War  Plana  Divisimu — (a)  This  division  shall  study  and  submit 
reports  on  all  matters  referred  to  it  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  shall 
be  in  charge  of  an  officer  designated  as  the  director  of  the  War  Plans 
Division.  This  officer  shall  be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  and 
shall  be  president  of  the  War  College.  The  duties  of  this  division 
shall  include  study  and  reports  on  the  following: 

(1)  Plans  for  the  organization  of  all  branches  of  the  Army  and  the 
preparation  of  Tables  of  Organization. 

(2)  Research  and  inventions  in  equipment  and  war  material. 

(3)  Projects  for  national  defense. 

(4)  Proposed  legislation  and  the  preparation  of  regulations  and 
rules  for  the  Military  Establishment. 

(i)  This  division  shall  also  have  cognizance  and  control  of: 

(1)  Training  of  the  Army;  the  tactics  and  methods  of  warfare  to 
be  employed,  together  with  all  publications  having  relation  thereto ; 
the  supervision  of  military  education  and  special  training;  the  pub- 
lication of  foreign  documents  relating  to  military  affairs ;  inspection 
to  insure  efficiency  and  thoroughness  in  training  and  instruction 
throughout  the  Army. 

(2)  The  collection  and  compilation  of  complete  military  records 
for  histori(*al  purposes. 

5.  Army  Operations  Division. — This  division  shall  have  cogni- 
zance and  control  of  Army  operations  under  an  officer,  who  is  desig- 
nated as  the  Director  of  Operations,  and  who  shall  he  an  assistant 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  The  duties  of  this  division  shall  include  cogni- 
zance and  control  of  the  following : 

(a)  The  recruitment  and  mobilization  of  the  Army,  including  the 
assignment  and  distribution  of  the  draft;  the  personnel  of  troops; 
the  movement  and  disposition  of  troops;  the  determination  of  all 
overseas  priorities. 

(&)  The  appointment,  promotion,  transfer,  and  assignment  of  the 
commissioned  personnel  of  all  branches  of  the  Army. 

(r)  Camp  sites,  contonments.  Army  posts,  hospitals,  construction, 
plans,  and  projects  for  all  branches  of  the  Army  except  for  harbor 
terminal  facilities,  including  permits  to  build  on  military  posts  or 
stations,  camps,  or  cantonments. 

(r/)  The  determination  and  distribution  of  all  types  and  quan- 
tities of  equipment  and  supplies  of  all  branches  of  the  Army,  and 
regulations  concerning  the  same. 

\e)  The  design,  prwluction,  procurement,  reception,  storage,  main- 
tenance, and  replacement  of  all  motor  vehicles. 
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6.  Purchase^  Storage^  and  TvaiJi<^  Diviswn. — This  division  shall  be 
in  charffe  of  an  officer  designated  as  the  Director  of  Purchase,  Stor- 
age, and  Traffic,  who  will  be  an  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  The 
Director  of  Purchase,  Storage,  and  Traffic  shall  have  cognizance  and 
control  of  the  following: 

(a)  The  sup?rvision  and  direction  of  all  requirements  and  the 
procurement  and  production  activities,  including  real  estate,  of  the 
several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the  War  Department; 
the  coordination  and  correlation  of  the  requirements  and  the  pro- 
curement and  production  activities  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps, 
and  other  agencies  of  the  War  Department;  the  maintenance  of  the 
military  resources  of  the  Nation  respecting  material  of  every  descrip- 
tion ;  the  representation  of  the  Army  in  all  arrangements  for  coordi- 
nating the  requirements,  procurement,  and  production  activities  in 
the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, with  other  agencies  of  the  Government  and  with  the  Allies,  in- 
cluding replacements  of  uiaterial  pertaining  to  the  Army  with  the 
latter;  the  determination  of  purchasing  and  manufacturing  priorities 
between  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  agencies  within  the  War 
Department,  and  in  relation  to  other  agencies  of  the  Government; 
the  determination  of  priorities  to  be  afforded  to  contractors  for  sup- 
plies in  the  matter  of  the  shortage  of  fuel,  power,  and  raw  material ; 
the  supervision  and  coordination  of  all  fiscal  accounting  systems  and 
appropriations,  estimates,  and  requirements  and  other  financial  mat- 
,ters  relating  to  the  purchase  of  the  munition  and  all  other  supplies; 
the  supervision  of  the  computation  of  'Jie  requirements  and  rates  of 
production  necessary  to  provide  types  and  quantity  of  equipment,  as 
determined  by  the  Operations  Division.  Statements  of  the  type  and 
quantities  of  equipment  and  supplies  for  all  branches  of  the  Army 
shall  be  furnished  the  several  bureaus  by  the  Operations  Division. 
It  shall  then  be  the  duty  oi  the  Supply  Bureau,  under  the  supervi- 
sion of  the  Director  of  Purchase,  Storage,  and  Traffic  to  compute 
the  requirements  and  rates  of  production  necessary  to  provide  equip- 
ment and  supplies,  in  the  quantities,  at  the  places,  and  within  the 
time  determined  by  the  Operations  Division. 

(h)  The  storing  and  warehousing  of  property  for  all  departments, 
bureaus,  and  corps  of  the  Army,  both  at  interior  points  and  at  the 
s?aboard,  and  the  operation  of  all  storage  facilities  provided  for  the 
joint  use  of  all  bureaus  of  the  Army. 

{c)  All  that  pertains  to  the  routing,  inland  and  coastwise,  of 
troops  and  property  of  the  War  Department  by  motor,  rail,  or  ship, 
and  the  conduct  of  all  negotiations  with  inland  carriers  w^ith  respect 
to  questions  affecting  such  transportation;  the  movenient  of  all  prop- 
erty of  the  War  Department  to  prevent  congestion  and  to  obtam 
preferential  movements  thereof;  coordination  of  rail  movements  re- 
quired in  the  handling  of  supplies  destined  for  shipment  overseas 
with  shipments  by  the  Allies. 

(d)  The  transportation  of  troops  and  supplies  overseas;  embarka- 
tion and  overseas  service  relating  to  the  Army  program,  including 
the  employment  of  all  Army  transports,  harbor  floating  equipment 
and  new  construction  in  connection  therewith,  except  the  construction 
and  control  of  floating  equipment  operated  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
for  river,  harbor,  and  fortification  work,  and  the  control  of  the 
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Army  mine-planter  service;  such  commercial  shipping  as  may  be 
used  to  supplement  that  service,  including  all  arrangements  with  the 
Navy  Department  for  convoy  service ;  all  primary  ports  of  embarka- 
tion, expeditionary  poits  and  concentration  camps  conn  cted  there- 
with; courier  service  between  the  War  Department  and  General 
Headquarters,  American  Expeditionary  Forces. 

(e)  Direct  correspondence  between  the  Director  of  Purchase,  Stor- 
age, and  Traffic  or  the  chief  of  embarkation  and  the  commanding 
officers  of  ports  of  embarkation  is  authorized.  Copies  of  all  requisi- 
tions, requests,  and  information  of  every  character  received  from  the 
commanding  generals  of  forces  operating  overseas,  or  their  subordi- 
nates, which  bear  upon  reenforcements  or  renewals  of  supplies  will 
be  transmitted  to  the  Director  of  Purchase,  Storage  and  Traffic. 

7.  To  enable  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  exercise  the  supervisory  powers 
vested  in  him  by  statute  and  by  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  in  order  that  he  may  coordinate  the  activities  of  the  several 
offices  and  agencies  of  the  War  Department,  the  following  specific 
duties,  in  addition  to  those  heretofore  promulgated  in  Army  Regula- 
tions and  orders  for  the  offices  or  agencies  referred  to,  are  prescribed : 

(a)  (  hk'f  of  Field  Artilleri/  and  Chief  of  Coast  ArtUhry, — The 
Chief  of  Field  Artillery  and  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  will  keep 
the  Chief  of  Staff  advised  and  informed  with  respect  to  the  business 
under  their  charge,  including  the  efficiency  of  the  personnel  and 
material  of  the  Field  and  Coast  Artillery  Services;  they  will  be 
responsible  that  adequate  measures  are  taken  to  prepare  for  over- 
sea service  the  Field  and  Coast  Artillery  organizations  called  for 
by  the  military  program.  They  will  make  recommendations  to  the 
Chief  of  Staff  regarding  matters  affecting  their  respective  arms. 

The  Chief  of  Field  Artillery  and  the  Chief  of  Cfoast  Artillery,  in 
accordance  with  the  general  policies  prescribed  by  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
will  exercise  direct  supervision  over  the  training  of  all  Field  and 
Coast  Artillery  units.  They  are  authorized  io  correspond  directly 
with  training-camp  commanders  and  to  consult  and  correspond  di- 
rectly with  bureau  chiefs  and  heads  of  departments. 

Matters  reaching  the  War  Department,  or  originating  therein, 
which  under  the  above  regulations  require  action  or  recommenda- 
tion by  the  Chief  of  Field  Artillery  or  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery, 
will  be  referred  to  these  officers.  This  includes  reports  of  inspectors 
or  other  officers  affecting  the  efficiency  of  Field  and  Coast  Artillery 
officers. 

(b)  MiVdia  Bureau^  Air  Service^  Chemical  Warfare  Ser^uee^  Con- 
struction Division^  and  Tank  Corps, — The  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bu- 
reau, the  Directors  of  Military  Aeronautics,  of  Aircraft  Production, 
of  the  Chemical  Warfare  Service,  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  Con- 
struction Division,  and  the  Director  of  the  Tank  Corps  will  operate 
under  the  direct  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  in  so  far  as  per- 
tains to  purely  military  matters. 

They  are  charged  with  the  detailed  supervision  of  the  training  of 
all  personnel  pertaining  to  their  respective  services  and  are  respon- 
sible for  the  efficiency  and  preparedness  for  service  of  this  personnel 
and  of  the  materiel  pertaining  thereto.  They  will  from  time  to  time 
submit  to  the  Chiei  of  Staff  such  reports  as  may  be  necessary  to 
keep  him  advised  of  the  progress  of  the  work  under  their  charge  and 
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such  recommendations  as  may  be  necessary  to  promote  the  efficiency 
of  their  respective  services  and  to  carry  out  the  general  policies  of 
the  Secretary  of  War. 

They  are  authorized  to  confer  and  to  correspond  directly  with  bu- 
reau cniefs  and  heads  of  departments  in  regard  to  technical  matters 
pertaining  to  the  work  under  their  charge. 

The  officer  in  charge  of  the  Construction  Division,  who  shall  be 
designated  as  the  Chief  of  the  Construction  Division,  shall  communi- 
cate directly  with  the  Director  of  Operations  in  all  matters  with 
which  the  latter  is  charged  which  require  the  action  of  the  Qiief  of 
Staff. 

8.  The  chiefs  of  the  several  bureaus,  corps,  and  other  agencies  of 
the  Military  Establishment  will  cooperate  to  the  fullest  extent  in  the 
execution  of  this  order.  It  will  be  their  duty  to  furnish  promptly 
all  information  called  for  by  the  Chief  of  Stan  or  the  director  ox  the 
several  divisions  of  the  General  Staff. 

9.  This  order  rescinds  General  Orders,  No.  14,  War  Department, 
1918,  as  amended  by  Section  I,  General  Orders,  No.  36,  Section  IV, 
General  Orders,  No.  41,  and  Section  I,  General  Orders,  No.  50,  War 
Department,  1918. 

The  provisions  of  Section  V,  General  Orders,  No.  52,  War  Depart- 
ment, 1918,  are  not  affected  by  the  rescinding  of  the  above-mentioned 
orders.     (321.1,  A.  G.  O.) 

Br  ORDER  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  WaR  : 

Petton  C.  March, 

General^  Chief  of  Staff. 
Official: 

P.  C.  Harris, 

Acting  The  Adjtitant  General. 


[Extract  from  General  Orders,  No.  86,  Sept.  18,  1918.] 

III.  1.  In  order  to  carrv  out  the  provisions  of  subpara^aph  (i), 
paragraph  5,  General  Orders,  No.  80,  War  Department,  1918,  relat- 
ing to  General  Staff  duties,  which  assigns  to  the  Operations  Division, 
General  Staff,  "the  appointment,  promotion,  transfer,  and  assign- 
ment of  the  commissioned  personnel  of  all  branches  of  the  Army," 
there  is  established  the  commissioned  personnel  branch.  Operations 
Division,  General  Staff,  which  will  be  formed  by  consolidation  of  (a) 
the  commissioned  personnel  section,  General  Staff,  and  (&)  the  com- 
mittee on  classification  of  personnel  of  The  Adjutant  General's 
Office,  together  with  such  additional  officers  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps  and  clerical  force  as  may  be  assignged  to  it  from  time  to  time. 

2.  The  commissioned  personnel  branch.  Operations  Division,  Gren- 
eral  Staff,  will  be  under  the  control  of  the  General  Staff  officer,  to  be 
laiown  as  chief  of  the  personnel  branch. 

?).  All  staff  corps  and  departments  will  hereafter  submit  requisi- 
tions to  the  Operations  Division,  General  Staff,  for  the  number  and 
kind  of  officei's  needed  for  any  particular  organization  or  duty. 
These  requisitions  will  be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  now  followed 
in  assigning  enlisted  s|>ecialists.  Recommendations  for  promotion 
will  likewise  be  submitted  to  the  Operations  Division. 
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4.  The  commissioned  persomiel  branches  of  the  various  staff  corps 
and  departments,  as  heretofore  operated,  are  liereby  abolished  and 
their  functions  and  personnel,  as  far  as  may  be  necessary,  will  be 
taken  over  into  the  commissioned  pei'sonnel  branch  of  the  (Jeneral 
Staff.  The  commissioned  personnel  activities  in  the  various  staff 
corps  and  departments  will  thereafter  be  confined  to  the  keeping  of 
the  necessary  records  to  enable  them  to  requisition,  imder  directions 
of  their  chief,  such  commissioned  personnel  as  may  be  required. 
(321.1,  A.  G.  O.) 

[Extract  from  General  Orders,  No.  94,  Oct.  19,  1918.] 

V.  1.  There  is  hereby  created  a  morale  branch  within  the  General 
Staff,  which  will  be  in  charo^e  of  an  officer  designated  as  chief, 
morale  branch.  It  will  be  under  the  executive  assistant  to  the  Chief 
of  Staff,  and  will  operate  in  <reneral  conformance  with  ordei's  govern- 
ing the  other  branches  of  the  (Jeneral  Staff. 

2.  The  general  functions  of  the  morale  branch  relate  to  the  im 
provement  of  the  efficiency  of  the  soldier  through  the  betterment  of 
morale. 

3.  The  morale  branch  shall  have  cognizance  and  control  of  the 
following: 

(a)  The  initiation  and  administration  of  plans  and  measures  to 
stinuilate  and  maintain  the  morale  of  troops. 

(b)  The  organization,  training,  coordmation,  and  direction  of 
all  agencie.s,  military  and  civil,  operating  within  military  zones, 
in  so  far  as  they  serve  t^^  stimulate  and  maintain  morale  in  the  Aniiy. 

(c)  Cooperation  with  any  morale  agencies  of  the  general  staffs  of 
allied  countries  in  connection  with  military  morale. 

(d)  The  supervision,  coordination,  and  direction  of  activities  in 
the  various  departments,  corps,  and  bureaus  of  the  Army  for  stimu- 
lating morale  within  their  organizations  or  among  producei^  of  muni- 
tions. 

(e)  The  supervision,  coordination,  and  utilization,  so  far  as  may 
properly  be  accomplished  bv  military  authority,  of  all  recognized 
civilian  agencies  which  miglit  contribute,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
the  enhancement  of  morale.  To  this  end  close  relations  will  be  es- 
tablished through  the  Third  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  as  director 
of  civilian  relation  by  the  morale  branch  with  all  officially  recog- 
nized agencies  for  the  improvement  of  morale  in  the  Army  and  Na- 
tion. It  will  not  give  official  recognition  to  unrecognized  volun- 
tary agencies,  though  treating  them  with  respect  and  consider t ion. 

(/)   The  disbursing  of  andaccountitig  for  morale  funds. 

4.  Direct  communication  by  and  with  the  niorale  branch  on  all 
mattei's  concerning  morale  is  authorized.     (320.2,  A.  G.  ().) 


July  24,  1016. 
From:  The  Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 
To:  The  Chief  of  Staff. 
Subject:  The  lawful  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 

1.  The  question  of  the  duties  of  this  corps  with  reference  to  their 
relation  to  the  duties  of  the  several  bureaus  of  the  department  doubt- 
less presents  perhaps  less  difficulty  in  its  legal  than  in  its  practical 
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solution.  Practical  delimitation  of  adjacent  jurisdiction  lying  within 
a  single  field  of  Executive  authority,  definition  of  the  jurisdictional 
boundary  between  the  functions  of  the  (xeneral  Staff  upon  the  one 
hand  and  each  of  the  several  established  administrative  bureaus  of 
the  War  Department  upon  the  other  must,  from  the  very  nature  of 
the  subject,  involve  some  doubt  and  difficulty.  Fortunately,  at  the 
threshold,  the  statute  establishes  a  guiding  rule  which,  though  a  rule 
of  legal  construction,  is  at  the  same  time  a  practical  guide  for  the 
government  of  superior  authority,  who  should  be  mindful  to  apply 
it  in  every  doubtiul  case.  The  recent  statute  establishing  and  de- 
fining for  the  second  time  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  is, 
like  the  antecedent  and  original  act  of  1903,  organic  in  nature,  and,  in 
addition,  is  remedial  and  corrective  in  its  purpose.  It  gives  clearest 
evidence  of  the  conviction  of  Congress  that  tlie  General  Staff  has 
heretofore  been  employed  not  altogether  on  its  own  proper  duties, 
but  has  been  diverted  from  them,  leaving  them  to  some  extent  unper- 
formed, and  has  invaded  and  interfered  with  the  long-established 
jurisdiction  of  the  several  bureaus  of  the  department,  to  the  conse- 
quent impairnient  of  such  bureau  administi'ation  and  to  the  detriment 
of  general  military  efficiency.  The  primary  purpose  of  the  legislation 
was  clearly  to  correct  what  was  deemed  to  be  a  departure  from  es- 
tablished organic  functions,  to  reestablish  such  functions,  and  to 
prevent  future  encroachments.  Being  corrective  primarily,  the  stat- 
ute must  be  construed  so  as  fully  to  effect  its  remedial  purpose.  In  so 
far  as  the  statute  invests  officers  of  the  General  Staff  with  powers 
and  duties  in  an  independent  field'  of  military  activity,  it  should  be 
liberally  construed;  but  whenever  their  powers  and  duties  lie  close 
to  or  become  such  as  may  impinge  upon  or  affect  those  of  an  estab- 
lished bureau,  the  opposite  rule  of  interpretation  must  be  the  one  to 
govern.  The  statute  must  be  so  construed,  and  it  ought  to  be  so 
executed. 

2.  The  duties  must  be  found  in  the  meaning  of  the  language  of  the 
statute  measured  by  that  rule.  The  recent  statute  (section  5,  national 
defense  act)  has  to  be  I'ead  in  comparison  with  section  2  of  the 
original  act  of  1903  (32  Stat,  831).  Both  sections  contain  an 
enumeration  of  General  Staff  duties,  and  the  later  organic  expres- 
sion is  connected  with  the  former  by  a  general  reference  to  some  of 
the  general  duties  prescribed  in  the  former  act.  The  enumeration 
of  duties  in  the  recent  act  is  impressively  qualified  by  limitations  and 
prohibitions  contained  in  the  same  section  which  serve  to  give  an 
accuracy  of  definition  to  the  enumeration  which  the  old  act  never  had. 
Said  section  5  provides  that : 

All  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively  employed  [serializa- 
tion mine]  (o)  in  the  study  of  military  problems;  (b)  the  preparation  of 
plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the  utilization  of  milltarj'  forces  in  time  of 
war;  (c)  in  investl^ting  and  reporting  upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  pre- 
paredness of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace  or  war;  (rf)  or  on  appropriate 
General  Staff  duties  In  connection  with  troops,  including  the  National  Guard ; 
(e)  or  as  military  attaches  in  foreign  countries;  {f)  or  on  other  duties,  not  of 
an  administrative  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly  em- 
ployed. 

All  the  above  classes  of  duties  are  described  with  sufficient  defi- 
niteness  except  the  concluding  one.  What  are  the  other  duties  "on 
which  they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly  employed?"     Omitting 
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for  the  moment  all  consideration  of  the  limitations  upon  the  quality 
and  character  of  the  duties  thus  enumerated,  these  other  unspecified 
duties  are  to  be  found  by  reference  to  the  enumeration  of  duties  in 
section  2  of  the  original  act.  The  duties  enumerated  in  said  section 
2  and  not  brought  forward  and  specifically  enumerated  in  the  recent 
section  5  and  to  which  therefore  the  general  provision  of  the  later 
section  makas  reference  will  be  found  to  be  these : 

(//)  To  render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
to  general  oflicers  and  other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents 
in  informing  and  coordinating  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are 
subject  under  the  terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff; 
Uff)  and  to  i)erform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law 
as  may  be  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  President. 

This  enumeration,  then,  completed  by  expressing  what  section  5 
adopts  by  relation  out  of  the  original  act,  is  a  full  enumeration  of 
(leneral  Stalf  duties  except  as  to  a  fe^"  detached  instances  not  affect- 
ing this  question  and  therefore  not  here  considered.  But  the  duties 
thus  enumerated  are  substantially  modified  and  (jualified  by  the  ex- 
press limitation  and  prohibition  found  in  the  section  prescribing  the 
General  Staff  duties.    Those  qualifications  are  to  the  effect — 

(1)  That  (jeneral  Staff  duties  must  not  be  of  an  administrative 
character. 

(2)  Specifically  they  must  not  consist  of  work  of  an  administrative 
nature  pertaining  to  established  bureaus  or  offices  of  the  department. 

(3)  They  must  be  general  in  character. 

(4)  If  they  are  not  specifically  enumerated,  they  must  be  of  the 
same  general  nature  of  those  that  are  thus  enumerated. 

(5)  They  must  be  such  as  are  not  assigned  by  law,  custom,  or 
regulation  to  other  bureaus  and  officers. 

(6)  They  must  not  be  such  as  would,  if  performed  by  the  (reneral 
Staff,  involve  impairment  of  responsibility  or  initiative  of  such 
bui*eaus  or  offices  or  cause  injurious  or  unnecessary  duplication  or 
delay  in  the  work  itself. 

Restating  then  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  for  the  purpose  of 
clarity,  they  may  be  said  to  consist  specifically — 

(1)  In  the  study  of  military  problems. 

(2)  In  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the 
utilization  of  the  military  forces  in  time  of  war. 

(3)  In  the  investigating  and  reporting  up(m  the  efficiency  and 
state  of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace  or  war. 

(4)  Appropriate  General  Staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops, 
including  the  National  Guard. 

(5)  Duty  as  military  attache  in  foreign  countries. 

The  duties  thus  far  specifically  enumerated  st^em  to  me  to  be  essen- 
tially such  as  lie  beyond  the  domain  of  bureau  administration,  and, 
therefore,  as  to  them,  there  would  seem,  to  be  little  field  of  application 
of  the  qualifications  mentioned.  If,  however,  those  executing  this 
act  should  have  a  different  view,  they  will  be  restrained  in  the  assign- 
ment and  performance  of  these  duties  by  these  same  limitations; 
and  if  those  specific  duties  can  be  conceived  to  come  into  contact  with 
bureau  administration,  then  the  qualifications  will  mark  the  delimit- 
ing line. 

Proceeding  now,  by  continuing  the  enumeration,  to  those  duties 
which  by  nature  are  such  that,  it  not  restrained  by  the  limitations, 
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might  in  the  future,  as  they  have  done  in  the  past,  encroach  upon  and 
invade  the  field  of  bureau  administration,  they  are  seen  to  be — 

(6)  Rendering  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  oi 
War  and  to  general  officers  and  other  superior  commanders,  anS  to 
act  as  their  agents  in  supervising,  coordinating  and  forming  the  ac- 
tion of  the  different  officers  who  are  subject  under  the  terms  of  this 
act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

(7)  And  to  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  as- 
signed by  law  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  Presi- 
dent. 

Applying  to  these  last  two  general  classes  the  qualifications  just 
mentioned,  the  rule  is  deduced  that  the  General  Staff  may  not  ren- 
der professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  gen- 
eral officers  and  other  superior  commanders,  nor  act  as  their  agents 
in  supervising,  coordinating  and  informing  the  action  of  the  different 
bureaus,  nor  perform  any  other  duty  by  special  assignmei\t  unless 
these  duties  be  of  a  nonadministrative  character,  not  pertaining  to 
any  established  bureau  or  office  of  the  War  Department,  general  in 
their  nature,  of  the  same  general  kind  as  those  duties  which  have 
been  specifically  enumerated,  and  such  as  if  performed  by  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  would  not  involve  any  impairment  of  the  initiative  or  re- 
sponsibility of  bureaus. 

3.  The  meaning  of  these  limitations  and  qualifications  is  not  diffi- 
cult to  determine.  The  (xcneral  Staff  must  not  perform  administra- 
tive duties.  The  term  "administrative"  is  not  one  always  having  a 
fixed  significance,  but  its  meaning  when  used  with  reference  to  A\  ar 
Department  affairs  is  one  which  those  conversant  with  such  affairs 
well  understand.  Those  duties  which  by  law,  regulation,  and  estab- 
lished custom  are,  or  heretofore  were,  habitually  performed  in  the 
several  bureaus  or  offices  of  the  department  commonly  known  as  ad- 
ministrative 'bureaus  or  offices,  or  at  the  various  subordinate  head- 
(fuarters  in  the  same  administrative  field  under  the  general  direction 
and  supervision  of  and  with  accountability  to  the  head  of  the  bu- 
reau, are  duties  of  an  administrative  nature  to  which  the  statute 
refers,  administrative  duties  as  distinguished  from  those  which  are 
essentially  and  more  intimately  connected  with  military  power  of 
command.  It  may  be  remembered  in  passing  that  in  addition  to  what 
is  commonly  understood  by  the  term  "administrative  duties''  the 
several  administrative  bureaus  may  have  duties  confen-ed  upon  them 
by  statute  which  by  reason  thereof  pertain  to  said  bureau,  and  these 
duties  may  not  be  performed  or  interfered  with  by  the  General  Staff 
by  virtue  of  the  express  provision  of  the  statute  to  that  effect.  Of 
coui*s(\  the  General  Staff  Corps  is  in  a  very  real  sense  a  superior  bu- 
reau of  the  War  Department.  It  has  duties  of  the  utmost  inii>ortance 
prescribed  for  it  by  statute.  The  performance  of  those  duties  will 
render  necessary  considerable  intrabureau  administration.  Such  ad- 
ministrative duties  are  a  necessjiry  incident  of  the  exercise  of  their 
own  power.  But  beyond  such  administrative  duties  I  perceive  none 
that  that  corps  can  perform. 

Duties  performed  by  the  General  Staff  of  w^hatever  nature  must 
be  general  in  character.  So  the  statute  expressly  provides.  If  the 
niatter  be  of  special  rather  than  of  general  interest  and  concern ;  if 
it  be  limited  rather  than  general  in  its  effect;  if  it  be  a  matter  falling 
within  and  confined  to  the  special  jurisdiction  of  a  bureau  and  not 
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reaching  directly  other  bureaus  or  the  Army  as  a  whole;  if  it  be 
routine  rather  than  of  far-reaching  consequence  and  importance;  if 
it  deal  with  details  and  specifics  rather  than  generalities,  with  par- 
ticular performance  rather  than  general  policy,  then  it  is  entirely 
clear  that  it  is  not  a  subject  for  General  Staff  consideration  and  func- 
tions. 

All  duties  performed  by  special  assignment  or  otherwise  must  be 
of  the  same  general  nature  as  those  that  are  specifically  enumerated. 
New  jurisdictions  and  new  activities  may  not  be  created  for  General 
Staff  functions  except  in  the  field  of  general  duties  of  the  same  na- 
ture as  those  bjr  the  statute  specified,  not  of  an  administrative  char- 
acter, not  pertaining  to  established  bureaus  or  offices,  not  descending 
into  detail,  and  not  such  as  by  their  nature  could  be  beneficially  or 
more  expeditiously  performed  by  established  bureaus  or  offices. 

Unmistakably,  whether  wisely  or  not,  Congress  has  sought  to  pre- 
serve untouched  the  special  jurisdiction  of  each  of  the  several  bureaus 
of  the  War  Department.  It  has  spared  no  pains  in  limiting  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  General  Staff  to  matters  of  policy,  of  gen- 
eral concern,  not  falling  within  or  directly  affecting  bureau  jurisdic- 
tion. This  it  does  by  a  reiteratioij  which  could  be  justified  only  by 
the  apprehension  that  with  less  insistence  the  purpose  of  Congress 
would  not  be  heeded,  and  that  purpose  is  sealed  with  a  drastic  pen- 
alty. If,  however,  notwithstanding  the  effort  of  Congress  to  delimit 
clearly  the  boundaries  of  adjacent  jurisdiction,  there  should  be  by 
reason  of  the  nature  of  the  subject  zones  of  uncertainty  in  which  the 
dividing  line  is  obscure — a  twilight  zone  in  which,  unaided,  it  could 
not  be  clearly  said  whether  the  duties  fall  upon  one  side  or  the 
other — then  in  such  cases,  as  heretofore  said,  the  statute  establishes 
for  us  a  gliding  rule,  which  is  in  effect  that  in  case  of  doubt  the 
presumption  is  conclusive  against  General  Staff  jurisdiction. 

4.  It  may  be  well  to  look  on  the  affirmative  side  of  those  General 
Staff  duties  lying  adjacent  to  bureau  administration.  The  General 
Staff  relation  of  rendering  professional  aid  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  superior  military  commanders,  and  of  acting  as  their  agents  in 
supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  the  action  of  the  different 
officers  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  General  Staff,  becomes  lim- 
ited, if  not  by  the  original  act  certainly  by  the  express  requirement  of 
the  recent  statute,  to  matters  of  a  nonadministrative  character,  not 
pertaining  to  a  particular  bureau,  and  involving  only  general  policies. 
Such  a  relation  or  capacity  does  not  confer  the  right  to  command  or 
to  adminiser  an  established  bureau  or  office,  or  to  control  its  details 
or  its  methods  of  administration.  The  power  may  be  only  generally 
exercised. 

It  is  pertinent  at  this  point  to  note  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  of 
the  War  College  Division,  as  expressed  in  an  accompanying  memo- 
randum, as  follows: 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee  that  tiie  organic  act  givlnj;  to  the  (ieneral 
Staff  **  supervising,  coordinating,  nnd  informing  powers,"  vests  in  the  Cliief 
of  Staff  the  responsii)ility,  jwwer,  nnd  authority  to  prescribe  and  dictate  the 
policy  that  will  govern- a II  bureaus  of  the  War  Department  in  their  methods  of 
administration. 

The  General  StaflT  passes  upon  such  questions  of  policy  as  are  referred  to  It 
by  proper  authority  for  Investigation,  report,  and  recommendation. 

The  recommendation,  when  appro v€m1  by  tlie  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Secretary 
of  War,  becomes  settled  policy  which  then  governs  all  bureaus  ccmcerned. 
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This  War  College  opinion  will  not  stand  analysis  when  tested  by 
the  law.  By  statute  General  Staff  officers,  including  the  chief,  are 
made  special  stuff  agents  in  informing,  supervising,  and  coordinating 
the  action  of  the  different  bureaus,  within  the  limitations  flowing  from 
the  original  act  and  especially  within  those  expressed  n  the  recent  cor- 
rective legislation.  This  (leneral  Staff  power  is  nevertheless  but  a 
staff  power  of  duty,  and,  like  all  staff  duty,  has  no  inherent  strength 
of  its  own.  Neither  can  it  gather  aught  by  representation  of  superior 
authority  that  can  enlarge  its  functions  beyond  the  limitations  of  the 
statute,  l)ut  must  remain  confined  in  scope  and  character  by  the  ex- 
press limitations  of  the  recent  act.  The  General  Staff  is  not  and  can 
not  be  a  source  of  military  command.  Its  duties  do  not  involve  the 
power  of  command  but  they  rather  establish  a  connection  between 
commander  and  commanded,  a  power  conduit  leading  from  and  to  the 
source.  To  inform,  to  supervise,  to  coordinate,  is  not  to  command, 
not  to  "  dictate."  To  hold  otherwise  would  deprive  commanders  of 
their  inherent  functions.  Because  of  the  generality  of  its  position,  the 
General  Staff  is  generally  informed  of  the  operations  that  may  be  of 
general  effect  occurring  within  the  special  and  limited  spheres  of 
bureau  action;  from  its  general  vantage  point  it  oversees  all  such 
operations,  and,  observing  any  lack  of  harmony  in  the  general  action 
of  such  limited  authority  which  may  affect  general  military  efficiency, 
may  devise  means  of  coordination,  and,  in  their  capacity  as  profes- 
sional advisors  to  military  superiors,  may  address  the  power  of  com- 
mand and  the  discretion  of  superior  authority  to  secure  such  coordi- 
nation. Neither  the  General  Staff  nor  any  officer  thereof,  including 
its  chief,  can  lawfully  exercise  the  power  to  dictate. 

Neither  can  General  Staff  power  be  used  to  govern  all  bureaus 
of  the  War  Department  in  their  methods  of  administration.  The 
power  is  concerned  not  with  intradepartmental  methods,  but  rather 
with  action,  the  results  of  activity — results,  and,  what  is  more,  results 
of  a  general  effect.  General  policy  confined  within  its  proper  pur- 
pose can  not  be  concerned  with  mere  administrative  methods;  and  to 
adopt  the  view  announced  bv  the  War  College  Division  would  be 
to  permit  the  (leneral  Staff  to  control  bureau  administration  of 
every  character,  to  depart  from  and  neglect  their  own  general  func- 
tions, and  thus  nullify  the  law  and  postpone  the  reform  which  Con- 
gress intended  to  inaugurate.  It  is  the  effect  of  the  language,  and 
must  therefore  have  been  the  real  purpose  of  the  act,  to  reestablish 
the  relation  of  the  several  bureau  chieis  as  special  aids  and  advisors 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  matters  which  fall  within  their  special 
jurisdiction,  uninterfered  with  by  any  outside  agency.  xVs  a  matter 
of  organic  law  established  or  recognized  by  Congress,  such  from 
the  beginning  of  the  Government  has  been  the  special  purpose  and 
function  of  the  administrative  bureaus.  I  am  well  aware  that  bureau 
chiefs  have  in  times  past  gone  beyond  these  limiting  functions,  and 
equally  aware  that  in  the  old  days  of  the  commanding  general  and 
in  the  later  days  of  the  General  Staff  control  chiefs  of  bureaus  have 
had  their  jurisdiction  unlawfully  restricted  and  partially  absorbed 
by  agencies  having  no  warrant  of  law  for  their  action.  Whether 
the  establishment  of  such  special  bureau  control  is  necessary  or  wise 
is  immaterial,  if  it  can  be  said  upon  a  fair  consideration  of  the 
statute  that  it  is  the  organic  system  which  Congress  has  prescribed 
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and  which  it  has  so  recently  sought  to  preserve ;  but  both  candor  and 
intellectual  integrity  require  me  to  say  that  I  can  see  nothing  helpful 
to  be  achieved  by  subjecting  the  action  of  a  bureau  chief  within  the 
sphere  of  his  special  juri^iction  to  the  review  of  another  officer 
of  the  Army  whose  position  alone  upon  the  General  Staff  is  that 
which  serves  to  endow  him  with  a  special  knowledge  of  the  subject 
which  Congress  has  exclusively  intrusted  to  a  bureau  chief,  and 
success  can  hardly  be  expected  from  such  incongruity.  The  original 
statute,  as  well  as  the  recent  one,  contemplated,  of  course,  what  ordi- 
nary intelligence  must  appreciate,  that  the  administrative  efforts  of 
the  several  bureaus  must  be  coordinated,  and  must  be  supervised 
for  that  purpose.  Such  a  coordination  lies  of  necessity  beyond  the 
power  and  jurisdiction  of  anjr  particular  bureau,  and  must  therefore 
be  regulated  by  agencies  outside  of  those  bureaus.  But  that  regula- 
tion must  be  achieved  without  absorbing  any  of  the  bureau  duties, 
and  it  must  be  of  a  general  kind,  and  have  regard  to  matters  involv- 
ing policies.  The  coordinating,  supervising,  and  informing  powers 
conferred  upon  the  Greneral  Staff  must  be  exercised  with  this  prin- 
ciple in  view. 

5.  Coming  now  to  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  I  do  not  believe 
that  by  virtue  of  any  authority  he  has,  either  in  his  capacity  as  a 
member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  or  as  chief  of  said  corps,  he  can 
lawfully  exercise  his  power  so  as  to  stand  between  a  bureau  head  and 
the  Secretary  of  War  himself  upon  matters  assigned  by  law,  regula- 
tion, and  custom  to  the  administrative  bureail  except  by  laying  down 
general  rules  of  policy  and  general  rules  designed  to  coordinate  the 
efforts  of  the  various  bureaus,  nor  is  he  ever  justified  in  substituting 
in  such  matters  his  judgment  for  theirs.  I  know  that  the  practice 
under  the  law  as  it  existed  up  to  thepassage  of  the  national  defense 
act  did  not  accord  with  this  view.  Whatever  may  have  been  said  in 
justification  of  that  practice  heretofore,  in  view  of  the  unmistakable 
purpose  of  Congress  to  reestablish  bureau  jurisdiction  absorbed  by 
the  General  Staff  and  the  Chief  of  Staff,  as  is  so  clearly  enunciated 
in  the  recent  act,  the  practice  ought  not  to  be  continued.  The  Chief 
of  Staff  is  but  a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  whose  duties  are 
the  duties  of  that  corps,  except  in  so  far  as  they  may  be  found  to  be 
otherwise  by  section  4  of  the  original  act,  read  in  the  light  of  the 
recent  act,  which  establishes  for  him  a  special  relation  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  to  the  Secretary  of  War.    That  section  is  as  follows: 

That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision  of 
all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  the  Adjutant  General's,  Inspector  General's,  Judge 
Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance  Depart- 
ments, Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall  perform  such  other 
military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the 
President    •     •     *. 

He  is  here  given  supervision  of  the  line  and  of  the  staff  depart- 
ments. Supervision  is  a  word  of  broad  meaning.  It  may  mean  a 
direct  control,  or  it  may  mean  a  general  power  of  overseeing  with  a 
view  to  regulation  through  a  power  drawn  from  some  other  source. 
Supervision  does  not  as  a  legal  concept,  when  applied  to  matters 
military,  carry  the  idea  of  command.  The  abolition  of  the  old  office 
of  commanding  general  was  to  bring  departmental  organization 
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more  in  harmony  with  the  constitutional  precept  that  the  Secretary 
of  War,  as  the  constitutional  mouthpiece  of  the  President,  was  him- 
self the  commander  of  the  Army.  Operating  upon  the  same  subject 
and  for  the  same  purpose  as  does  the  supervisory  power  of  that 
corps,  the  supervision  specially  conferred  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff 
must  be  the  kind  of  supervision  which  is  conferred  upon  other  mem- 
bers of  the  General  Staff  who  are  in  a  sense  the  assistants  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  in  the  performance  of  his  duties,  though,  of  course, 
his  supervisory  power  is  of  a  much  higher  degree. 

The  supervisory  power  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  be  exercised  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  of  a  general  kind,  does  not 
extend  to  the  invasion  or  absorption  of  duties  of  a  special  bureau, 
but  is  to  be  exercised  upon  general  subjects  in  a  general  manner, 
seeking  a  general  effect,  with  a  general  policy  in  view.  It  does 
not  relate  to  particular  and  routine  performance,  it  does  not  de- 
scend to  an  overseeing  or  minor  or  detailed  operations.  It  concerns 
only  the  higher  functions  of  command  and  aoministration  and  must 
relate  to  general  results  rather  than  to  particular  means  and  par- 
ticular activities.  I  see  nothing  in  the  statute  which  substitutes  the 
Chief  of  Staff  for  the  several  bureau  chiefs  as  an  aid  and  adviser  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  concerning  those  matters  which  are  committed 
by  Congress"  to  their  special  jurisdiction  and  control.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  statute  expressly  provides  to  the  contrary.  Indeed, 
the  organic  act,  notwithstanding  the  practice  which  ^^w  up  under 
it,  in  the  very  section  devoted  to  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
indicates  clearly  that  it  was  never  the  intention  to  confer  upon  him 
powers  and  duties  already  assigned  to  the  administrative  bureaus, 
for,  as  one  of  several  reasons,  in  a  general  clause  following  an 
enumeration,  it  is  prescribed  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall  "  perform 
such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be 
assigned  to  him  by  the  President."  And  the  recent  national  defense 
act  represcribes  with  emphasis  and  particularity  the  same  relation 
and  enjoins  that  hereafter  it  shall  be  observed. 

I  think  the  true  view  is  this,  that  under  the  statute  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  does  not  absorb  that  of  the  several  bureaus  nor  subject  their 
action  or  their  views  upon  particular  matters  falling  within  their  spe<dal  juris- 
diction to  his  review  and  modifying  judgment,  but  that  his  function  is  limited 
to  that  of  general  supervision,  going  no  farther  than  to  secure  by  the  exercise 
of  general  power  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  harmonious  co- 
operation and  successful  general  results.  Likewise  it  is  only  in  respect  of  snch 
matters  and  for  such  purposes  that  he  is  the  special  superior  advisor  of  the 
Secretary  of  War. 

I  am  well  aware  that  those  matters  which  are  within  the  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  bureau  chiefs  must  usually,  in  their  finality,  require  executive  action, 
and  that  it  would  be  absurd  to  hold  that  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Assistant 
Secretary  must  personally  dictate  or  prescribe  that  action  in  the  myriad  of 
matters.  To  my  mind  this  gives  rise  to  no  difficulty.  Certainly  it  ought  not  to 
be  urged  to  enlarge  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  requiring  him,  imlaw- 
fully,  I  think,  to  act  ministerially  and  without  discretion  in  numerous  matters 
to  the  neglect  of  his  own  higher  functions.  If  the  matters  are  minor  matters 
of  routine,  or  If  they  are  minor  matters  subject  to  government  by  an  estab- 
lished general  policy  which  has  already  been  established  for  their  govern- 
ment. It  would  be  unwise  administration  to  require  the  discretion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  be  addressed  In  the  execution  of  such  details,  and  In  such 
matters  only  his  order,  evidenced  ministerially  by  the  signature  of  The  Adjutant 
General  or  other  appropriate  bureau  chief.  Is  needed  to  give  formal  authenticity 
to  his  action.  If  the  subject  be  of  more  than  routine  importance  and  yet  not  of 
general  effect  nor  involving  general  policy,  such  an  exertional  case  is  to  be 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GENEBAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR.  67 

considered  by  the  head  of  the  department  upon  the  advice  of  the  bureau  chief. 
In  all  matters  falling:  within  the  special  jurisdiction  of  the  several  bureaus 
CJongress  has  said  in  effect  that  the  views  of  the  particular  bureau  chiefs  shall 
govern  the  Secretary  so  far  as  his  own  judgment  Is  to  be  advised ;  and  if  the 
Secretary  of  War  respects  not  the  advice  of  his  lawful  advisors  but  subjects 
It  to  extra-legal  review,  he  to  that  extent  dispenses  with  the  statute  and  the 
lawful  medium  of  control,  and,  moreover,  destroys  the  distribution  of  depart- 
mental organic  powers  ordained  by  law. 

E.  H.  Cbowdeb, 
Judge  Advocate  General. 


War  Department, 

Washington^  September  13,  1916. 
Subject :  Opinion  by  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  effect  of  section  5 
of  the  national  defense  act. 

The  provisions  of  section  5  of  "An  act  for  making  further  and 
more  effectual  provision  for  the  national  defense,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  June  3,  1916,  relating  to  the  General  Staff  Corps, 
call  for  an  opinion  from  the  Secretary  of  War  as  to  their  effect  upon 
the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  department  and  the  relations  to 
exist  in  the  future  between  the  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  and  the 
heads  of  various  bureaus  of  the  War  Department. 

Section  5  provides  that  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  consist  of 
one  Chief  of  Staff,  detailed  in  time  of  peace  from  Major  Generals 
of  the  line,  and  various  other  oflBcers,  for  some  of  wnom  specific 
duties  are  provided,  as  for  instance  that  one  of  them  is  required  to 
be  president  of  the  Army  War  College.  The  General  Staff  Corps 
is  made  a  detailed  corps,  with  the  result  that  upon  being  relieved 
from  duty  in  that  corps  officers  return  to  the  branch  of  the  Army  in 
which  they  were  permanently  commissioned,  and  no  officer  detailed 
to  the  General  Staff  Corps  is  eli^ble  to  a  further  detail  therein  until 
he  shall  have  served  two  years  with  the  branch  of  the  Army  in  which 
commissioned,  except  in  time  of  actual  or  threatened  hostilities. 
Thus,  the  General  Staff  Corps  is  made  to  consist  of  a  constantly 
changing  detail  of  officers  brought  from  the  line  of  the  Army  and  re- 
turned thereto,  with  the  apparent  purpose  of  having  this  cot^s  rep- 
resent and  embody  the  opinion  of  the  Army  upon  technical  military 
subjects,  as  that  opinion  is  matured  and  developed  from  time  to  time 
by  actual  experience,  and  careful  provision  is  made  against  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  Corps  becoming  a  permanent  body  disassociated  from  the 
actual  military  forces  of  the  Nation  and,  therefore,  to  a  greater  or 
less  extent,  out  of  touch  with  the  opinion  of  the  active  Armv. 

So  far  as  the  duties  assigned  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  section 
5  of  the  national  defense  act  are  concerned,  they  are  covered  by  the 
following  language : 

AU  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively  employed  In  the  study 
of  military  problems,  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the 
utilization  of  the  military  forces  In  time  of  war,  in  investigating  and  reporting 
upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in 
peace  or  war,  or  on  appropriate  general  staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops^ 
Including  the  National  Guard,  or  as  military  attaches  In  foreign  countries,  or  on 
other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfully 
and  properly  employed. 

Certain  redistribution  of  functions  are  made  by  the  act,  the  most 
notable  being  the  abolition  of  the  Mobile  Army  Division  and  Coast 
Artillery  Division,  the  latter  of  which  is  created  into  a 'bureau  of  the 
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War  Department,  and  the  business  of  the  former  is  committed  to  the 
office  of  The  Adjutant  General.  But  scattered  through  this  section 
there  are  statements  of  this  import: 

That  the  War  CoUege  shall  remain  fully  subject  to  the  supervising,  coordinat- 
ing, and  informing  powers  conferred  by  law  upon  members  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps. 

That  the  bureau  of  The  Adjutant  General  shall — 

Subject  to  the  exercise  of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers 
conferred  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  CJorps  by  act  of  Ck)Dgress  last 
hereinbefore  cited — 

Bjrform  the  business  heretofore  performed  by  the  Mobile  Army 
ivision ;  and  that — 

The  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  shall  be  an  additional  member  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps  and  shall  also  be  advisor  to  and  informant  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  in 
respect  to  the  business  under  his  charge. 

And  then  follows  certain  restrictive  language  which  calls  for  this 
opinion.    The  language  is  as  follows: 

Provided  further y  That  hereafter  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall 
be  confined  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  general  nature  of  those 
specified  for  them  in  this  section  arid  in  the  organic  act  of  Congress  last  herein- 
before cited,  and  they  shall  not  be  permitted  to  assume  or  engage  in  work  of 
an  administrative  nature  that  pertains  to  established  bureaus  or  ofllces  of  the 
War  Department,  or  that,  being  assumed  or  engaged  in  by  members  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps,  would  involve  Impairment  of  the  responsibility  or  initia- 
tive of  such  bureaus  or  ofllces,  or  would  cause  injurious  or  unnecessary  dupli- 
cation of  or  delay  in  the  work  thereof. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  section  under  review  does  not  negative 
the  survival  of  the  '^  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  pow- 
ers "  conferred  by  law  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  but 
on  the  contrary,  reiterates  those  powers,  and  in  the  transfer  of  cer- 
tain business  in  the  War  Department  from  divisions  abolished  by 
the  act  expressly  subjects  those  powers  in  the  hands  of  the  new 
donees  to  the  General  Staff  powers  either  enumerated  in  this  section 
or  incorporated  into  it  by  reference  to  the  act  approved  February  14, 
1903,  which  created  the  General  Staff  Corps,  no  part  of  which  act  is 
in  express  terms  repealed.  It  seems  clear,  therefore,  thai  the  new  part 
of  this  legislation,  namely,  that  restricting  the  work  to  be  done  by 
members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  to  work  of  a  nonadministrativo 
nature  is  the  only  phase  of  it  calling  for  interpretation,  and  it  Is 
equally  clear  that  this  interpretation  must  proceed  uix)n  the  founda- 
tion established  by  an  understanding  of  trie  intention  of  Congress, 
us  expressed  in  the  act  of  February  14,  1903,  which  is  not  only  the  act 
by  which  the  General  Staff  was  established,  but  is  plainly  the  act 
assumed  by  Congress  as  the  fundamental  and  organic  basis  of  what- 
ever modifications  are  intended  by  section  5  of  the  act  of  June  3, 191G. 

The  development  of  a  general  scheme  of  systematic  instruction 
in  the  Army,  leading  to  the  original  War  College  Board,  undoubtedly 
directed  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  general  sub- 
ject of  Army  organization.  In  the  repoil  for  1901,  Secretary  Root 
said: 

The  creation  of  tlie  War  College  Board,  and  the  duties  which  wiM  be  impose<l 
upon  it,  as  indicate*!  In  my  report  for  1899,  is  probably  as  near  an  ai)proach 
to  the  establishment  of  a  general  staff  as  is  practicable  under  existing 
law.     •     •     • 
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No  one  can  doubt  that  the  general  and  field  officers  of  our  Army  have  been  too 
exclusively  occupied  In  details  of  administration,  with  inadequate  opportunity 
and  provision  for  the  study  of  great  questions,  and  consideration  and  formation 
of  plans,  comprehensive  forethought  against  future  contingencies,  and  coordi- 
nation of  the  various  branches  of  the  service  with  a  view  to  harmonious  action. 
A  body  of  competent  military  experts  should  be  charged  with  these  matters  of 
the  highest  inu)ortance,  and  to  that  end  I  strongly  urge  the  establishment  by 
law  of  a  general  staff,  of  which  the  War  College  Board  shall  form  a  part. 

In  the  annual  report  for  1902,  Secretary  Eoot  returns  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  argues  it  at  considerable  length,  showing  continuous  im- 
provement in  Army  opganizatioi;!,  but  saying: 

Our  military  system  Is,  however,  still  exceedingly  defective  at  the  top.  We 
have  a  personnel  unsurpassed  anywhere,  ♦  ♦  ♦.  We  have  the  different 
branches  of  the  military  service  well  organized,  each  within  Itself,  for  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties.  Our  administrative  staff  and  supply  departments,  as 
a  rule,  have  at  their  heads  good  and  competent  men,  faithful  to  their  duties^ 
each  attending  assiduously  to  the  business  of  his  department. 

But  when  we  come  to  the  coordination  and  direction  of  all  these  means  and 
agencies  of  warfare,  so  that  all  parts  of  the  machine  shall  work  true  together, 
we  are  weak.  Our  system  makes  no  adequate  provision  for  the  directing  brain 
which  every  army  must  have,  to  work  successfully.  Common  experience  has 
shown  that  this  can  not  be  furnished  by  any  single  man  without  assistants,  and 
that  it  requires  a  body  of  officers  working  together  under  the  direction  of  a 
chief  and  entire'y  separate  from  and  independent  of  the  administrative  staff 
of  an  army.  ♦  ♦  ♦  This  body  of  officers,  In  distinction  from  the  adminis- 
trative staff,  has  come  to  be  called  a  general  staff. 

The  whole  discussion  of  this  subject  by  Secretary  Eoot  is  inform- 
ing, and  in  order  to  get  an  understanding  of  the  full  weight  of  the 
argument  made,  all  that  is  said  on  that  subject  in  his  report  should 
be  examined.  The  following  sentences,  however,  are  indicative  of 
the  thought  in  his  mind : 

Such  a  body  of  men  doing  general  staff  duty  is  just  as  necessary  to  prepare  an 
army  properly  for  war  in  time  of  peace  as  it  Is  in  time  of  war.  It  is  not  an 
executive  body;  it  is  not  an  administrative  body;  it  nets  only  through  the 
authority  of  others.  It  makes  intelligent  command  possible  by  procuring  and 
arranging  information  and  working  out  plans  in  detail,  and  It  makes  intelli- 
gent and  effective  execution  of  commands  possible  by  keeping  all  the  separate 
agents  advised  of  the  parts  they  are  to  play  in  the  general  scheme.    •    •     * 

The  title  of  (^hlef  of  Staff,  on  the  other  hand,  denotes  a  duty  to  advise, 
inform,  and  assist  a  superior  officer  who  has  command,  and  to  represent  him, 
acting  in  his  name  and  by  his  authority  In  carrying  out  his  policies  and  secur- 
ing the  execution  of  his  commands.  The  officer  who  accepts  the  position 
assumes  the  highest  obligation  to  be  perfectly  loyal  to  his  commander,  to 
exclude  all  personal  Interest  from  his  advice  and  representation,  and  to  try, 
in  the  most  whole-hearted  way,  to  help  him  to  right  conclusions,  and  to  success- 
ful execution  of  his  policies,  even  though  his  conclusions  may  not  agree  vdth 
the  advice  given.  For  the  successful  performance  of  his  duties  the  Chief  of 
Staff  must  have  the  entire  confidence  of  his  commander.     ♦     *     • 

The  Constitution  requires  the  President  to  l»e  the  commander  of  the  Army, 
and  a  great  variety  of  laws  require  the  Secretary  of  War,  who  directly  repre- 
sents the  President,  to  supervise  and  direct  the  expenditure  of  the  vast  sums  of 
money  appropriated  annually  by  Congress  for  the  support  of  the  Army.  As 
every  important  movement  requires  the  use  of  money,  so  long  as  the  Secretary 
of  War  performs  this  duty  ftiithfully  he  must  practically  control  the  oi)eratlons 
of  the  Army  in  time  of  peace,  and  there  can  not  be  any  independent  command 
of  the  Army,  except  that  which  the  President  himself  exercises  over  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  everybody  else  in  the  military  establishment.  It  is  because 
Congress  has  always  looked  to  the  civilian  Secretary  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Department  to  hold  the  purse  strings,  that  the  laws  require  all  the  great 
departments  which  build  the  fortifications  and  furnish  the  arms,  supplies, 
and  munitions  of  war,  and  actually  exi)end  the  money  for  those  purposes^ 
such   as   the   Engineer,   Ordnance,   Quartermaster,    and    Subsistence   Depart- 
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ments,  to  act  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary,  and  withhold  from  the 
officer  who  is  called  "Commanding  General  of  the  Army"  all  control  over  those 
departments. 

Continuing  the  argument  thus  made,  Secretary  Root  shows  that  the 
office  of  Commanding  General  of  the  Army  and  the  powers  conferred 
upon  that  officer  were  entirely  inconsistent  with  and  inadequate  for 
the  duty  contemplated  for  the  Chief  of  Staff,  which  office  he  sought 
to  have  established.  For  the  latter  office  he  desired  powers  of  coordi- 
nation, supervision,  and  control,  in  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  wholly  different 
from  and  greater  than  those  previously  intrusted  to  the  Commanding 
General  of  the  Army. 

In  his  report  for  1903,  after  the  passage  of  the  act  of  February  14, 
1903,  Secretary  Root  says : 

The  important  military  event  of  the  year  affecting  the  Regular  Army  has 
been  the  reorganization  of  the  system  of  military  control  tinder  the  G«ieral 
Staff  act  approved  February  14, 1903.  ♦  ♦  •  This  act  abolished  the  separate 
office  of  Commanding  General  of  the  Army,  provided  for  a  military  Chief  of 
Staff  to  the  President,  who,  acting  under  the  directions  of  the  President  or  of 
the  Secretary  of  War  representing  him,  should  have  supervision  not  only  of  all 
troops  of  the  line  but  of  the  special  staff  and  supply  departments,  which  had 
theretofore  reported  directly  to  the  Secretary  of  War;  and  It  created  for  the 
assistance  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  a  corps  of  44  officers,  who  were  relieved  from  all 
other  duties. 

After  describing  the  mode  of  organization  of  the  first  General  Staff 
Corps,  Secretary  Root  says : 

The  tenth  article  of  the  regulations  relating  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  states  ex- 
plicitly the  new  theory  of  control  Inaugurated  by  the  General  Staff  act 

That  new  theory  he  quotes  from  the  regulations  to  be  as  follows: 

10.  Under  the  act  of  February  14,  1903,  the  command  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  rests  with  the  constitutional  Commander  In  Chief,  the  President. 
The  President  will  place  parts  of  the  Army,  and  separate  armies,  whenever  con- 
stituted, under  commanders  subordinate  to  his  general  command;  and,  In  case 
of  exigency  seeming  to  him  to  require  it,  he  may  place  the  whole  Army  under 
a  single  commander  subordinate  to  him ;  but  In  time  of  peace  and  under  ordi- 
nary conditions  the  administration  and  control  of  the  Army  are  effected  without 
any  second  In  command. 

The  President's  command  is  exercised  through  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Chief  of  Staff.  The  Secretary  of  War  is  charged  with  carrying  out  the  policies 
of  the  President  In  military  affairs.  He  directly  represents  the  President,  and 
is  bound  always  to  act  in  conformity  to  the  President's  Instructions.  Under  the 
law  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  his  acts  are  the  President's  acts, 
and  his  directions  and  orders  are  the  President's  directions  and  orders. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  reports  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  acts  as  his  military 
adviser,  receives  from  him  the  directions  and  orders  given  In  behalf  of  the  Pres- 
ident, and  gives  effect  thereto  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided. 

Secretary  Eoot  then  says,  with  his  customary  clarity  and  decision 
of  expression : 

It  will  be  perceived  that  we  are  here  providing  for  civilian  control  over  the 
military  arm,  but  for  civilian  control  to  be  exercised  through  a  single  military 
expert  of  high  rank,  who  Is  provided  with  an  adequate  corps  of  professional 
assistants  to  aid  him  In  the  performance  of  his  duties,  and  who  Is  bound  to  use 
all  his  professional  skill  and  knowledge  In  giving  effect  to  the  purposes  and 
general  directions  of  his  civilian  superior  or  make  way  for  another  expert  who 
will  do  so. 

Commenting  upon  the  effect  of  the  inauguration  of  the  system,  Sec- 
retary Root  says : 
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In  some  cases  the  intervention  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  his  assistants  has 
resulted  In  an  apparent  diminution  of  the  Independent  authority  of  other 
ofllcers.  This  has  been  received  almost  universally  with  a  cheerful  readiness 
to  subordinate  personal  considerations  to  the  good  of  the  service. 

The  act  of  February  14,  1903,  is  universally  regarded  as  the  most 
important  piece  of  Army  legislation  adopted  in  recent  years.  It 
was  recognized  at  the  time  as  a  thoroughgoing  and  radical  change  in 
the  theory  of  Army  control.  Xot  unnaturally  this  act  received  very 
earnest  consideiation  in  Congress  prior  to  its  passage.  The  hear- 
ings on  it  were  exten«jive,  and  Secretary  Eoot,  one  of  the  foremost 
lawvers  of  the  country,  and  one  of  the  great  Secretaries  of  War  of 
modem  times,  in  his  appearances  before  committees  illustrated  and 
reiterated  the  purpose  and  meaning  of  the  measure  advocated  by  him. 
I  have  examined  those  hearings  with  some  care,  and  I  find  that,  with- 
out exception,  witnesses  and  members  of  both  House  and  Senate  un- 
derstood the  purpose  of  the  act  to  be  as  gathered  from  the  previous 
quotations  from  the  annual  reports  of  Mr.  Eoot,  as  Secretary  of 
War.  Thus,  in  his  hearing  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  Secretary  Root  says : 

You  have  Imposefl  by  law  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  the  responsibility  for 
the  expenditure  of  great  sums  of  money  which  you  appropriate  every  year,  and 
you  have  established  a  great  number  of  corps,  bureaus,  and  departments  which 
tlie  Secretary  is  bound  to  supervise.  Now,  I  have  doubt  whether  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  Secretary  of  War  to  do  that  through  the  intermediation  of  a 
Chief  of  Staff  or  a  Genera!  Staff  unless  there  is  some  statutory  authority.  I 
do  not  know  whether,  in  the  face  of  the  statute  which  makes  the  Quartermaster 
General  and  the  Commissary  General  and  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  directly  re- 
sponsible to  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  can  order  theni  to  report  to  a  Chief  of 
Staff. 

I  do  not  want  you  to  relieve  the  Secretary  of  War  of  responsibility,  but  I 
want  you  to  enable  him  to  discharge  that  responsibility  through  a  military  officer 
who  will  gather  together  in  the  performance  of  staff  duties  all  the  considera- 
tions affecting  the  decision  that  the  Secretary  has  to  make,  and  do  it  with 
military  knowledge,  instead  of  the  Secretary  having  to  dig  around  and  gather 
them  himself  and  collate  the  advice  and  requests  that  come  from  the  heads  of 
these  different  departments  that  are  all  overlapping  and  Interwoven  In  their 
action. 

In  short,  I  think  nothing  can  be  clearer  from  the  written  opinions 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  whose  suggestions  are  responsible  for  the 
creation  of  the  General  Staff,  and  from  the  hearings  before  the  com- 
mittees of  Congress  and  the  debates  in  the  Congress  upon  the  pas- 
sage of  the  General  Staff  bill,  than  that  it  was  intended  to  supply 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  a  lawfully  authorized  militarv  advisor  to 
whom  all  other  heads  of  departments  and  bureaus  should  report,  and 
through  whom  the  Secretary  of  War  should  be  constantly  kept  ad- 
vised and  informed ;  that  it  should  be  the  duty  of  this  officer,  aided 
by  the  General  Staff  Corps  created  by  the  act,  so  as  to  advise  himself 
of  all  operations  of  the  military  departments  and  bureaus  of  the  War 
Department  as  to  inform  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  upon  any 
question  submitted  for  his  decision,  and  by  correlating,  coordinating, 
and  supervising  the  judgments  of  the  various  heads  of  bureaus  and 
subdepartments  be  able  to  prevent  a  civilian  Secretary  of  War  from 
inadvertent  error,  due  either  to  a  lack  of  familiarity  with  military 
matters  or  to  the  vast  pressure  of  business  of  many  and  diverse  char- 
acters which  too  far  absorb  the  time  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  per- 
iQit  him,  personally,  to  undertake  the  detailed  study  necessary  in 
each  case. 
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It  was  out  of  this  atmosphere  and  with  this  intention  that  the  act 
of  February,  1903,  was  passed,  and  the  language  adopted  to  meet  this 
situation  seems  most  apt  and  adequate.    I  quote  from  the  Statute: 

There  is  hereby  established  a  General  Staff  Corps,  to  be  composed  of  officers 
detailed  from  the  Army  at  large,  under  such  rules  as  may  be  prescribed  bv  the 
President. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  to  prepare  plans 
for  the  national  defense  and  for  the  mobilization  of  the  military  forces  in  time 
of  war;  to  investigate  and  report  upon  aU  questions  affecting  the  efficiency 
of  the  Army  and  its  state  of  preparation  for  military  operations;  to  render 
professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to  general  officers 
and  other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents  in  informing  and  co- 
ordinating the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are  subject  under  the 
terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff;  and  to  perform  such 
other  miUtary  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  from  time  to 
time  prescribed  by  the  President. 

*  *  4>  *  «  *  « 

Sec.  4.  That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  under  tlie  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision 
of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  The  Adjutant  General's,  Inspector  General's, 
Judge  Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance 
Departments,  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall  perform 
such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  assigned 
to  him  by  the  President.  Duties  now  prescribed  by  statute  for  the  Commanding 
General  of  the  Army  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Ordnance  and  Fortification 
and  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  Soldiers'  Home  shall  be  performed  by 
the  Chief  of  Staff  or  other  officer  designated  by  the  President. 

If  this  act  means  anything,  it  means  that  in  large  and  general 
terms  the  Chief  of  Staff  thereby  authorized  has  supervision  of  the 
corps,  bureaus,  and  departments  therein  enumerated,  and  the  large 
and  generous  terms  employed  indicate  the  plain  intention  of  Con- 
gress to  empower  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  stand  in  the  relation  of  mili- 
tary aide  and  advisor  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and,  acting  in  his 
name,  so  to  direct  the  activities  of  the  heads  of  bureaus  and  sub- 
departments  as  to  coordinate  and  harmonize  their  activities. 

If  the  large  and  general  purpose  outlined  in  the  foregoing  para- 
graph has  been  changed  by  tne  language  of  section  5  of  the  national- 
defense  act,  that  change  must  result  from  these  words : 

All  officers  detailed  In  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively  employed  *  *  * 
on  other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature. 

Or  from  these  words  in  the  proviso : 

•  •  •  and  they  shall  not  be  permitted  to  assume  or  engage  In  work  of  an 
administrative  nature  that  pertains  to  established  bureaus  or  offices  of  the  War 
Department,  or  that  being  assumed  or  engaged  In  by  members  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps,  vrould  Involve  Impairment  of  the  responsibility  or  Initiative  of  such 
bureaus  or  offices  or  would  cause  Injurious  or  unnecessary  duplication  or  of 
delay  in  the  work  thereof. 

The  weighty  part  of  this  language  apparently  is  the  prohibition 
upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  from  performing  duties  of  an 
administrative  nature,  and  we  are  called  upon  therefore  to  de- 
termine what  was  meant  by  the  words  "  administrative  duties  "  in 
this  act. 

At  the  outset  it  would  seem  obvious  that  no  such  glancing  blow 
as  this  could  have  been  intended  as  an  implied  repeal  of  the  whole 
fundamental  theory  of  the  reorganization  act  whereby  the  General 
Staff  was  created.  It  is  fair  to  assume  that  Congress  did  not  intend 
to  inaugurate  a  race  for  power  among  bureau  chiefs  or  to  erect  the 
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bureaus  of  the  War  Department  into  a  system  of  coordinated  impedi- 
ments to  one  another.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Army  as  a 
whole— divided  for  the  purposes  of  administration  into  many  parts — 
but  each  action  by  any  of  the  parts  must  be  consistent  with  the 
healthy  action  of  the  whole.  A  realization  of  this  was  the  movinff 
cause  to  the  creation  of  the  General  Staff;  and  if  the  Congress  had 
come  to  believe  that  its  efforts  to  correct  the  evils  sought  to  be  re- 
dressed by  the  creation  of  the  General  Staff  was  a  failure  and  that 
no  such  supervision  and  coordination  as  was  then  aimed  at  had  re- 
sulted from  the  General  Staff  when  created,  and  so  believing  had 
desired  to  abandon  that  experiment,  it  would  not  have  been  done  by 
this  tentative,  obscure,  and  admonitory  sentence.  In  other  words, 
an  evil  of  large  proportions  and  menacing  cliaracter  had  presented 
itself  in  1903.  Congress  erected  a  new  system  to  deal  with  that  evil. 
If  the  system  has  failed  and  Congress  is  disillusioned  with  it  as  an 
experiment,  the  whole  structure  will  be  swept  aside  and  some  new 
corrective  of  the  old  evils  attempted.  But  it  is  quite  inconceivable 
that  the  Congress  in  any  such  frame  of  mind  would  merely  paralyze 
without  removing  the  corrective  agency  it  had  created  and  provide 
no  substitute  for  it — restoring  the  old  system  with  all  of  its  evils 
and  the  added  encumbrance  of  a  paralyzed  and  inoperative  machine 
originally  designed  as  a  corrective. 

I  have  read  the  extremely  able  arguments  which  have  been  pre- 
pared for  my  consideration  on  this  subject  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  and  others.  To  the  extent  that  I  am  now  disagreeing  with 
the  view  therein  expressed,  it  seems  to  me  that  my  disagreement  is 
rather  one  of  assumption  than  of  logic.  If  it  be  assumed  that  a  lot 
of  promiscuous  interferences,  duplications,  and  losses  of  time  had 
grown  up  in  the  operation  of  the  General  Staff  system,  then  the  lan- 
guage adopted  by  Congress  would  seem  to  be  an  admonition  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  correct  those  difficulties;  and  to  the  Chief  of 
the  General  Staff,  recalling  to  his  attention  the  primary  purposes 
for  which  the  General  Staff  was  created,  in  order  to  prevent  a 
practice  growing  up  which  would  involve  the  operations  of  the 
General  Staff  in  masses  of  detail  and  so  far  absorb  its  mind  as  to 
leave  no  leisure  for  the  consideration  of  general-policy  questions, 
which  are,  of  course,  of  great  moment  to  be  considered.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Judge  Advocate  General  does  assume  that  the  Congress 
had  in  mind  the  existence  of  these  duplications,  interferences,  and 
losses  of  time,  and  that  therefore  the  Congress,  by  the  use  of  the 
word  "  administrative,"  must  have  intended  to  provide  a  rule  which 
would  exclude  the  General  Staff  practically  from  every  other  con- 
cern except  the  consideration  of  large  policy  questions.  I  admit 
that  where  an  evil  exists  and  a  legislative  enactment  is  addressed  to 
it,  the  rule  of  interpretation  seeks  to  expand  the  proposed  remedy 
to  accomplish  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  designed.  But  the  Con- 
gress had  before  it  no  catalogue  of  evils.  No  complaints  were  made 
to  the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  who  speaks  with  authority 
for  the  War  Department,  that  he  found  himself  unable  to  secure  an 
adequate  consideration  of  major-policy  problems  from  the  General 
Staff  because  Con^ss  had  imposed  conflicting  duties  upon  the 
General  Staff.  Individual  officers  of  the  Army  may  have  undertaken 
to  express  their  opinions  to  Members  of  the  Congress  about  the  exer- 
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cise  of  the  coordinating  functions  of  the  General  Staff,  but  all  such 
opinions  are  necessarily  partisan  and  partial ;  so  that  we  must  limit 
our  assumption  to  the  facts,  and  in  so  doing  we  find  no  system  of 
facts  adequate  as  a  predicate  for  action  by  Congress  which  would 
destroy  the  power  oi  the  Greneral  Staff,  bind  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  rely  upon  the  uncoordinated  advice  of  individual  bureau  chiefs, 
and  while  giving  the  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  the  duty  of  co- 
ordinating ttie  functions  of  the  military  bureaus  of  the  department 
at  the  same  time  prohibit  that  degree  of  supervision  over  the  affairs 
of  those  bureaus  which,  in  his  judgment,  is  necessary  to  equip  him 
with  qualifying  information. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  word  "  administrative "  is  one  of  ex- 
tremely doubtful  import.  Legally  it  perhaps  means,  when  applied 
to  duties,  such  duties  as  involve  no  exercise  of  discretion.  That  is  to 
say,  if  an  officer  is  directed  by  statute  to  pay  a  dollar  a  day  to  each 
of  10  persons,  no  discretion  is  involved  in  his  payments — his  duty 
is  administrative.  If  such  an  officer  is  authorized  to  pay  a  dollar 
a  day  to  so  many  of  a  ^roup  of  10  persons  as  shall  have  lived  up  to  a 
certain  standard  of  performance  in  duties  assigned  them  day  by 
day,  then  the  discretion  of  determining  the  merit  of  applicants 
for  the  pay  is  nonadministrative,  because  a  discretionary  duty.  I 
doubt  very  much,  however,  whether  this  word  was  used  in  any  such 
technical  sense.  The  rule  of  construction  in  such  cases  is  that  unless 
there  is  something  in  the  context  to  determine  that  a  technical  meaning 
is  attached  to  a  term,  it  will  be  assumed  to  be  used  in  the  plain,  ordi- 
nary, and  popular  meaning  of  the  word.  Now,  the  plain,  ordinary, 
and  popular  meaning  of  this  tenn  in  the  context  obviously  is  that  the 
Chief  of  the  General  Staff  and  the  members  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps  shall  not  administer  the  offices  of  the  bureau  chiefs.  That 
is  to  say,  that  the  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  shall  give  no  order  to 
a  subordinate  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  or  The  Adjutant  General, 
for  that  would  be  the  administration  of  that  department,  and  such 
administration  must  proceed  from  the  head  of  the  department.  In- 
deed, it  seems  to  me  entirely  likely  that  the  statute  under  examina- 
tion provides  its  own  definition  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  ad- 
ministrative,"  for  it  says,  in  effect,  that  these  administrative  duties 
are  such  as  those  which  pertain — 

♦  ♦  *  to  established  bureaus  or  offices  of  the  War  Department,  or  that, 
being  assumed  or  engaged  in  by  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  would 
involve  impairment  of  the  responsibility  or  initiative  of  such  bureaus  or 
offices,  or  would  cause  injurious  or  unnecessary  duplication  of  or  delay  in  the 
work  thereof. 

Tliese  words  last  quoted  supply  all  the  guide  necessary  for  a 
working  definition  of  the  word  "  administrative,"  and  they  enumer- 
4ite  the  kind  of  acts  wliich  the  Congress  does  not  intend  the  General 
Staff  to  undertake.  They  are  exactly  the  kind  of  acts  which  the 
original  act  creating  the  General  Staff  did  not  intend  to  assign  to 
the  General  Staff.  Secretary  Root  said  the  proposed  duties  are  not 
administrative,  are  not  executive,  but  are  correlating,  informing, 
supervising.  So  that  we  in  effect  have  in  this  latest  legislative  ex- 
pression a  reiteration  of  the  intentions  of  the  Congress  in  the  earlier 
act  as  defined  and  explained  by  the  authority  of  the  act  and  the 
policy  which  it  embodied. 
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It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  entirely  clear  that  the  structure  erected 
by  the  act  of  1903  remains  as  then  created,  except  for  the  explicit 
modifications  provided  in  the  act  of  1916  and  not  affecting  the  cur- 
rent of  this  argument;  that  the  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  is 
charged  with  the  supervision  of  the  various  departments,  bureaus, 
•  and  offices  of  the  War  Department  for  the  purpose  of  coordinating 
their  activities,  and  for  the  purpose  of  so  mforming  the  judgment 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  that  he  may  not,  by  inadvertence  or  un- 
familiarity  with  military  practice,  take  action  which  would  be  preju- 
dicial to  harmonious  results  in  the  military  service.  Finding  the 
intention  of  the  act  to  be  as  here  set  forth,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
Chief  of  the  General  Staff  is  the  primary  advisor  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  in  all  matters  having  to  do  with  the  military  establishment ; 
that  in  order  properly  to  inform  himself,  the  Chief  of  the  General 
Staff  must  know  of  the  proceedings  in  the  various  bureaus,  depart- 
ments, and  offices;  that,  to  as  large  an  extent  as  possible,  tlie  action 
of  these  bureaus,  departments,  and  offices  should  be  regulated  by 
large  policies  laid  down  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  carrying  out 
of  which  Avould  involve  merely  administrative  activity ;  biit  in  order 
to  make  sure  that  these  policies  are  not  being  departed  from  or 
ought  not  to  be  changed,  in  order  properly  to  harmonize  the  rela- 
tions of  several  bureaus,  it  is  not  only  appropriate  but  necessary 
for  the  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  to  pursue,  with  as  great  detail  as 
his  judgment  dictates,  the  execution  of  these  policies  through  the 
several  bureaus. 

It  is  easy  to  imagine  a  case  in  which  the  chief  of  a  bureau  or  an 
officer  would  feel  that  some  policy  provided  by  the  Chief  of  Staff 
in  an  effort  to  coordinate  the  work  of  several  bureaus  unduly  re- 
strained his  activities,  and  that  such  a  bure^^u  chief  would  desire  to 
argue  pei^sonally  for  his  point  of  view  before  the  Secretary  of  War. 
In  any  such  cases  the  Chief  of  Staff  should  secure  a  hearing  for  the 
bureau  chief  before  the  Secretary,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  any 
Chief  of  Staff  or  any  Secretary  of  War  would  be  very  zealous  to 
see  that  opinions  earnestly  entertained  by  officers  were  considered 
thoroughly,  for,  after  all,  we  are  all  of  us  common  servants  with  a 
common  purpose  in  a  common  cause,  and  our  zeal  for  particular 
branches  of  that  service  is  merely  a  specialization  of  our  zeal  for 
the  welfare  and  success  of  the  larger  whole  which  includes  it.  A 
recognition  of  this  fact  nroduced  the  spirit  which  Secretary  Root 
referred  to  with  so  much  pleasure  immediately  after  the  creation  of 
the  Geneal  Staff,  in  which  slight  irritations,  due  to  the  unaccus- 
tomed machinery,  easily  gave  way  and  harmonious  relations  arose. 
This  fine  spirit  for  the  public  service  is  no  less  present  now  and  will 
work  as  excellent  results. 

Tlie  policy  of  the  War  Department,  therefore,  will  remain  as 
heretofore:  The  Chief  of  Staff,  sneaking  in  the  name  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  will  coordinate  and  supervise  the  various  bureaus, 
offices,  and  departments  of  the  War  Department;  he  will  advise  the 
Secretary  of  War;  he  will  inform  himself  in  as  great  detail  as  in 
his  judgment  seems  necessary  to  qualifv  him  adequately  to  advise 
the  Secretary  of  War.  Should  any  regulations  or  orders  be  neces- 
sary to  place  the  determination  herein  made  in  proper  form,  the 
Chief  of  the  General  Staff  will  prepare  them  for  my  signature. 

Newton  D.  Baker. 
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September  28, 191(>. 
Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  War : 

Subject :  Duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  a  command  as  affected  by 
section  5,  national  defense  act. 

1.  Section  5,  national  defense  act,  provides: 

All  officers  detailed  in  said  corps  shall  be  exclusively  employed  in  the  study 
of  military  problems,  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the 
utilization  of  the  military  forces  In  time  of  war,  in  investigating  and  reporting 
upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace 
or  war,  or  on  appropriate  general  staff  duties  In  connection  with  troops,  in- 
cluding the  National  Guard,  or  as  military  attach^  In  foreign  countries,  or  on 
other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which  they  can  be  lawfully  and 
properly  employed. 

The  two  essential  parts  of  this  provision,  so  far  as  it  affects  general 
staff  officers  assi^ed  to  duty  as  the  chief  of  staff  of  a  conmiand,  are 
"  or  on  appropriate  general  staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops 
*  *  *  or  on  other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which 
they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly  emploved."  The  duties  of  officers 
of  the  General  Staff  Corps  assigned  to  duty  with  troops  have  here- 
tofore been  based  on  section  2  of  the  organic  act  establishing  the 
General  Staff  Corps,  which  was  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  That  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  to  prepare  plans^ 
for  the  national  defense  and  for  the  mobilization  of  the  military  forces  in  time 
of  war;  to  Investigate  and  report  upon  all  questions  affecting  the  efficiency  of 
the  Army  and  its  state  of  preparation  for  military  operations;  to  render  pro- 
fessional aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to  general  officers  and 
other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents  in  informing  and  co- 
ordinating the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are  subject  under  the 
terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff ;  and  to  perform  such 
other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  from  time  to- 
time  prescribed  by  the  President 

2.  The  several  paragraphs  of  the  Army  Regulations  prescribing- 
the  duties  of  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  assigned  to  duty  with 
troops  are  as  follows : 

756.  To  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  are  committed  the  further  duties 
of  rendering  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to 
general  officers  and  other  superior  commanders  and  of  acting  as  their  agents 
in  informing  and  coordinating  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are 
subject  under  the  provisions  of  law  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
They  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  other^^ise  assigned  by  law  as  may 
from  time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  President.  Under  the  authority  here 
conferred  officers  of  the  Greneral  Staff  Corps  are  Intrusted  with  the  executive 
duties  hereinafter  Indicated. 

757.  Officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  assigned  to  duty  with  commanders  of 
armies,  divisions,  separate  brigades,  and  territorial  departments  are  collec- 
tively denominated  the  General  Staff  serving  with  troops.  They  serve  under 
the  Immediate  orders  of  such  commanders;  those  not  so  assigned  performed 
duty  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  constitute  the 
War  Department  General  Staff. 

758.  The  assignment  of  duties  to  the  General  Staff  Corps  does  not  involve  in 
any  degree  the  Impairment  of  the  initiative  and  responsibility  wliich  special 
staff  corps  and  departments  have  in  the  transaction  of  current  business. 

770.  The  general  staff  of  a  command  consists  of  General  Staff  officers  of 
such  number  and  grades  as  may  be  assigned  to  it  on  the  reconmiendation  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff. 

771.  The  senior  General  Staff  officer  on  duty  with  a  command  shall,  unless 
otherwise  directed  by  the  War  Department,  be  the  chief  of  staff  of  the  com- 
mand.   Ordinarily  he  will  be  so  assigned  by  the  War  Department. 

772.  The  duties  of  the  chief  of  staff  of  a  command  are  as  prescribed  for  offi- 
cers of  the  General  Staff  Corps  in  paragraphs  754  to  757,  and  in  addition  he- 
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will,  under  direction  of  the  commander  of  the  troops,  perform  all  duties 
analogous  to  those  devolved  by  paragraphs  762  to  769  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  Army.  The  other  General  Staff  officers  serving  with  troops  are  em- 
ployed under  the  direction  of  the  commanders  thereof  upon  the  duties  pre- 
scribed for  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps,  and  they  shall  perform  such 
other  duties  within  the  scope  of  General  Staff  employment  as  may  be  di- 
rected by  such  commanders.  General  Staff  officers  will  not  be  assigned  to 
other  than  General  Staff  duties,  except  by  special  authority  of  the  War 
Department 

In  a  former  memorandum  it  is  believed  to  have  been  conclusively 
shown  that  in  the  performance  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  of 
the  duties  devolved  upon  him  by  paragraphs  762-769,  Army  Regu- 
lations, the  Chief  of  Staff  was  in  no  way  violating  the  prohibitions 
contained  in  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act  with  reference  to 
performing  duties  of  an  administrative  nature.  The  section  of  the 
national  defense  act  heretofore  quoted  distinctly  contemplates  that 
officers  should  be  detailed  in  the  General  Staff  Corps  "  on  appropri- 
ate General  Staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops."  The  reasons 
and  ar^ment  heretofore  advanced  regarding  the  duties  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army  as  prescribed  in  Army  Regulations  762-769 
apply  to  the  same  extent  to  the  chief  of  staff  of  a  command  in  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  organic  act  "  to  render  professional  aid 
and  assistance  *  *  *  to  general  officers  and  other  superior  com- 
manders, and  to  act  as  their  agents  in  informing  and  coordinating 
the  action  of  all  the  different  officers,  etc." 

3.  It  is  therefore  recommended  that  all  existing  regulations  per- 
taining to  the  General  Staff  Corps  be  continued  in  effect  without 
change. 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  Gefieral^  Ch!sf  of  Staff. 

Approved : 

Newton  D.  Baker, 

Secretary  of  War. 

July  27,  1916. 
Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Subject :  Duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  as  affected  by  section  5 

oi  the  national-defense  act. 

1.  Until  the  passage  of  the  organic  act  creating  the  General  Staff, 
February  14,  1903,  the  varied  duties  of  military  administration,  in- 
cluding the  command  of  the  Army,  were  divided  into  those  of  the 
military  on  the  one  hand  and  those  of  the  administrative  on  the 
other,  the  idea  being  that  on  the  one  hand  would  be  the  first  soldier 
of  the  land  as  commanding  general  and,  on  the  other,  a  statesman  as 
Secretary  of  War,  each  entertaining  toward  the  other  the  respect 
which  ought  to  belong  to  their  exalted  places,  having  entire  confi- 
dence in  each  other,  acting  in  entire  harmony,  each  respecting  the 
limit  of  authority  belonging  to  himself  and  to  the  other ;  but  as  there 
could  not  be  found  any  possible  line  of  demarcation  as  to  the  func- 
tions of  command,  which  required  a  large  amount  of  administration, 
harmony  seldom  existed  and  conflict  was  almost  constant,  breaking 
out  occasionally  into  disagreeable  exposures,  as  when  Gen.  Scott 
removed  his  headquarters  and  went  to  New  York;  as  when  Gen. 
Sherman  said  he  would  not  stay  here  any  longer  and  asked  permis- 
sion to  go  to  St.  Louis  with  his  headquarters.  It  was  rare  during 
those  years  that  there  was  not  constant  friction  between  the  com- 
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manding  general  and  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  office  of  the  com- 
manding general  had  never  been  established  by  law,  his  duties  were 
not  conferred  by  statute,  and  there  was,  therefore,  no  restriction 
upon  anybody  in  executive  departments  in  changing  and  modifying 
the  duties  of  that  officer  whenever  they  pleased. 

The  situation  made  the  President  the  Commander  in  Chief.  He 
selected,  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  a  Secretary  of  War  who  had 
his  confidence  in  the  very  highest  degree,  and  there  was  no  room 
between  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  War  for  another  com- 
mander who  was  to  be  independent  of  the  Secretary  of  War ;  hence 
there  arose  necessity  for  law  to  keep  the  entire  command  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Army  right  in  the  hands  of  the  President,  where 
the  Constitution  puts  it,  and  for  an  office  which  would  be  filled  by  an 
officer  of  high  rank,  who  could  maintain  confidential  and  personal 
relations  to  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War,  supervise  and  co- 
ordinate the  work  of  the  bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  and  have 
the  sanction  of  law  for  the  exercise  of  duties  and  responsibilities 
which  had  never  been  given  by  law  to  a  commanding  general,  and 
which  must  be  exercisSi  by  one  responsible  head  if  real  military 
progress  was  to  be  made  by  our  country.  As  such  responsible  heiid 
must  have  assistants  and  advisers  in  his  duties  there  was  presented 
added  reason  for  the  creation  of  a  General  Staff. 

2.  The  matter  was  given  full  consideration  and  careful  study  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  (Mr.  Eoot)  who,  in  1902,  recommended  to  Con- 
gress the  creation  of  a  General  Staff  as  the  most  important  thing  to 
be  done  for  the  Army.  He  explained  that  our  military  system  was 
defective  at  the  toj) ;  that  we  had  different  branches  of  the  military 
service  well  organized  within  themselves  for  the  performance  of 
their  duties;  at  their  heads  good  and  competent  men,  faithful  to  their 
duties,  each  attending  assiduously  to  the  business  of  the  department; 
but  when  he  came  to  the  coordination  and  direction  of  these  means 
and  agencies  of  warfare  so  that  all  parts  of  the  machine  could  work 
together,  he  found  it  weak  in  that  there  was  no  adequate  provision 
for  the  directing  brain  which  every  army  must  have  to  work  suc- 
cessfully. Common  experience  would  show  this  could  not  be  fur- 
nished by  any  single  man  without  assistance ;  that  it  required  a  body 
of  officers  working  together  under  the  direction  of  a  chief  of  staff 
and  entirely  separate  fi*t)m  and  independent  of  the  administrative 
staff  of  the  Army,  and  that  this  body  of  officers,  in  distinction  from 
an  administrative  staff,  should  be  called  the  General  Staff. 

Mr.  Root  says,  among  other  things : 

It  was  the  lack  of  such  a  body  of  men  doing  that  kind  of  work  which  led  to 
the  confusion  attending  the  Santiago  expedition  in  the  summer  of  1898.  The 
confusion  at  Tampa  and  elsewhere  was  the  necessary  result  of  having  a  large 
number  of  men,  each  of  them  doing  his  own  special  work  the  best  he  could,  but 
without  any  adequate  force  of  officers  engaged  in  seeing  that  they  pulled  to- 
gether according  to  detailed  plans  made  beforehand.  Such  a  body  of  men  doing 
general  staff  duty  is  just  as  necessary  to  prepare  an  army  nroperly  for  war  In 
time  of  i)eace  as  it  is  in  time  of  war.  It  Is  not  an  executive  body;  it  is  not 
an  administrative  body;  it  acts  only  through  the  authority  of  others.  It  makes 
intelligent  command  possible  by  procuring  and  arranging  information  and 
working  out  plans  in  detail,  and  it  makes  intelligent  and  effective  execution  of 
commands  possible  by  keeping  all  the  separate  agents  advised  of  the  parts  they 
are  to  play  in  the  general  scheme. 

3.  The  representation  of  the  necessity  for  a  General  Staff  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  testimony  of  officers  of  high  rank  and  ex- 
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perience  in  war  times  brought  about  the  act  of  February  14,  1903, 
which  established  a  General  StafiF  Corps,  in  which  section  2  pre- 
scribes the  duties,  section  3  the  composition,  and  section  4  the  scope 
of  authority  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

As  the  scope  of  proposed  authority  for  the  Chief  of  Staff,  in  his 
report  for  1902,  the  Secretary  of  War  said : 

In  creating  a  general  staff  I  think  we  stiould  change  the  designation  of  the 
oflacer  who  we  have  called  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Army  to  Chief  of 
Staff,  and  at  the  same  time  enlarge  his  powers  by  giving  him  the  immediate 
direction  of  the  supply  departments,  which  are  now  independent  of  the  Com» 
manding  General  of  the  Army,  and  report  directly  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

That  this  was  the  intent  and  thorough  understanding  by  Congress 
in  enacting  section  4  of  the  organic  act  referred  to,  is  Billy  set  forth 
in  the  hearing  of  which  the  following  is  an  extract : 

Mr.  Hay.  But  the  President  is  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  and  as 
such,  under  the  Constitution,  he  would  have  complete  control  over  the  personnel 
of  the  Army,  whether  in  the  staff  or  in  the  line.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Root.  Not  in  the  fullest  extent.  Of  course  the  action  of  the  staff  and 
supply  departments  is  regulated  by  a  great  number  of  statutes  which  say  that 
such  and  such  things  shall  be  done  by  such  and  such  officers,  and  which  im- 
pose specifically  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  such  and  such  duties.  Now,  I  take 
it,  those  limitations  the  President  can  not  overcome.    - 

Mr.  Hay.  Will  this  bill  overcome  them? 

Mr.  Root.  Only  to  this  extent,  that  it  authorizes  the  control  which  Is  now 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  War  to  be  exercised  through  the  intermediary  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Mr.  Hay.  I  Imow.  but  still  the  Chief  of  Staff  could  do  no  more  than  the  PresK 
dent. 

Mr.  Root.  It  does  not  enlarge  any  powers ;  it  merely  gives  sanction  to  a  way 
of  exercising  the  powers.  It  may  be  that  the  powers  could  be  exercised  in 
that  way. 

Mr.  Hay.  I  do  not  want  to  appear  in  the  r()le  of  criticising  the  bill  at  all. 
I  am  simply  asking  for  Information.  I  simply  want  to  know  the  effect  of  the 
bill  and  what  we  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  Root.  It  may  be,  Mr.  Hay,  that  it  would  be  perfectly  competent  for  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  exercise  the  control  which  he  is  required  by  law  to 
exercise  over  the  supply  departments  through  a  chief  of  staff,  but  there  are 
so  many  statutes  specific  and  distinct  on  the  subject  that  difficult  questions 
would  undoubtedly  arise,  and  it  is  a  great  deal  better  that,  so  long  as  Congress 
has  legislated  so  much  on  the  subject,  they  should  go  on. 

And  in  the  following  answer  of  Secretary  Root  in  the  hearing 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs : 

Secretary  Root.  Yes.  Now,  a  third  thing  is  this:  You  have  imposed  by  law 
upon  the  Secretary  of  War  the  responsibility  for  the  expenditure  of  great  sums 
of  money  which  you  appropriate  every  year,  and  you  have  established  a  great 
number  of  corps  and  bureaus  and  departments  which  the  Secretary  is  bound 
to  supervise. 

Now,  I  doubt  whether  it  is  competent  for  the  Secretary  of  War  to  do  that 
through  the  intermediation  of  a  chief  of  staff  or  a  general  staff  unless  there  is 
some  statutory  authority.  I  do  not  know  whether.  In  the  face  of  the  statute 
which  makes  the  Quartermaster  General  and  the  Commissary  General  and  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance  responsible  directly  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  can  order 
them  to  report  to  a  chief  of  staff. 

I  do  not  want  you  to  relieve  the  Secretary  of  War  of  responsibility,  but  I 
want  you  to  enable  him  to  discharge  that  responsibility  through  a  military 
officer  who  will  gather  together,  in  the  performance  of  staff  duty,  all  the  con- 
siderations affecting  the  decisions  that  the  Secretary  has  to  make,  and  do  it 
with  military  knowledge,  instead  of  the  Secretary  having  to  dig  around  and 
gather  them  himself,  and  collate  the  advice  and  requests  that  come  from  the 
heads  of  these  different  departments  that  are  all  overlapping  and  Interwoven  in 
their  action. 
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When  appearing  before  the  Military  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
Lieut.  Gen.  Schofield,  who  commanded  the  Army  for  seven  years  as 
commanding  general,  among  other  things  stated  as  follows : 

Gen.  Schofield.  Now,  I  have  an  amendment  here.  I  had  a  talk  with  the 
Secretary  of  War  about  this,  and  I  told  him  what  I  thought  should  be  the 
amendment  here,  and  he  called  in  his  stenographer  and  told  him  to  take  It 
down,  and  asked  me  if  I  would  not  offer  it  to  the  committee  myself  as  a  result 
of  our  conversation ;  and  I  would,  therefore,  suggest,  right  in  the  body  of  my 
talk  on  this  subject,  that  the  committee  incorporate  an  amendment  of  this  kind, 
which  is  intended  to  give  to  the  generals,  as  far  as  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  will  permit  you  to  give  it,  all  the  authority  that  any  general  has 
ever  claimed.  Scott,  Grant,  Sherman,  Sheridan,  all  of  them,  all  the  way  down, 
would  have  been  perfectly  content  if  they  could  have  had  this,  although  some 
of  them,  as,  for  instance,  Scott,  would  not  acknowledge  that  they  were  subor- 
dinate to  the  Secretary  at  all  in  any  respect;  but,  leaving  out  that  subordina- 
tion, all  they  wanted  was  this  same  supervision  over  the  supply  and  traniqwrt 
departments  as  they  had  over  the  line,  which  I  propose  that  you  shall  put  Into 
this.    It  reads  as  follows : 

"  The  Chief  of  Staff " 

Senator  Forakeb.  Is  that  a  separate  section,  or  is  it  to  go  in  somewhere? 

Gen.  ScH0^^ELD.  It  will  go  in  somewhere.  It  comes  under  the  duties  of  chief 
of  staff.    It  reads: 

"  The  Chief  of  Staff—  " 

And  you  will  see  that  I  have  suggested  the  term  "  chief  of  staff  "  instead  of 
"  chief  of  the  general  staff,"  because  this  makes  him  chief  of  the  entire  staff — 

"  The  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of 
War,  shall  have  supervision  and  direction  of  all  operations  of  the  troops  of  the 
line,  and  the  operations  of  the  Signal  Corps — 

Which  he  has  not  now — 

"And  of  the  departments  of  supply  and  transportation  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tions of  troops " 

Senator  Foraker.  Which  he  does  not  have  now? 

Gen.  Schofield.  Which  he  does  not  have  now.  That  has  been  the  bone  of 
contention  all  along.    [Continuing  reading:] 

"And  shall  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  amendment  reads  in  full  as  follows : 

"  The  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  and  Secretary  of 
War,  shall  have  supervision  and  direction  of  all  operations  of  the  troops  of  the 
line  and  the  operations  of  the  Signal  Corps,  and  of  the  departments  of  supply 
and  transportation  necessary  to  the  operations  of  troops,  and  shall  perform 
such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  President  and  the  Secretary 
of  War." 

That  last  was  put  in  as  the  result  of  our  discussion.  It  was  suggested  that 
there  might   be  included  the  Engineer  and  other  departments,   but  I   said. 

"Better  leave  that  to  the  President;  if  he  wants  them  to  supervise  those 
things,  he  can  order  it." 

Speaking  as  a  soldier,  and  I  can  not  speak  from  a  better  standpoint,  I  would 
say  that  this  would  put  into  the  hands  of  the  commander  or  chief  of  the 
Army  authority  which  he  ought  to  have. 

Senator  Cockrell.  Now,  what  would  he  do  with  the  Chief  of  Staff,  supix)slng 
we  had  a  chief  of  staff  instead  of  a  commanding  general  in  time  of  actual  war? 

Gen.  Schofield.  He  would  do  one  of  two  things,  according  to  the  necessity 
of  the  case.  He  would  either  send  him  right  to  the  field  to  take  immediate 
command  of  the  Army  that  was  to  operate  against  the  enemy,  or  he  would 
Increase  his  powers  here  in  Washington  by  giving  him  greater  discretion  than 
he  ordinarily  exercises  in  the  disposition  of  troops  and  the  organization  of 
the  armies,  but,  above  all  things  in  the  world,  he  would  prepare,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  General  Staff,  all  the  plans  of  operation  so  far  as  they  could  be 
prepared  away  from  the  field  of  battle,  and  when  the  time  came  when  the 
President  thought  that  he  could  be  more  useful  by  going  to  the  field  and  taking 
personal  command  of  the  troops  he  would  be  sent. 

If  the  President  thought  that  he  could  be  more  useful  In  Washington  pre- 
paring the  general  plans  he  would  be  kept  here.  He  would  be  in  fact  as  much 
the  chief  or  the  commanding  general  of  the  Army  as  a  commanding  general 
ever  was  in  the  history  of  our  country  except  once,  during  the  last  year  of  the 
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Civil  War,  when  Grant  was  given  unlimited  authority,  as  I  said  before.  But 
with  that  exception,  the  Chief  of  Staff  would  exercise  command  in  the  same 
degree,  and  In  some  respects  in  a  higher  degree  than  ever  before.  He  would 
be  in  efliect  the  commander.  The  question  is  not  to  take  away  authority  from 
the  general  conmiandlng  the  Army,  but  to  give  it  to  him  by  law ;  to  make  a 
stronger  man,  and  yet  to  put  a  curb  on  him  by  the  law,  and  not  let  him  sail 
under  false  colors;  not  to  let  this  falsehood  continue. 

The  answer  of  Congress  is  contained  in  section  4  above  referred  to, 
which  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  or  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  super- 
vision of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  the  Adjutant  Generars,  Inspector  Gen- 
erars.  Judge  Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical,  Pay,  and  Ord- 
nance Departments,  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and  shall 
perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be 
assigned  to  him  by  the  President.    ♦     ♦     ♦ 

The  answer  of  Congress  was  clear-cut  and  the  duties  and  preroga- 
tives of  the  Chief  of  Staff  have  been  reaffirmed  in  the  national 
defense  act. 

4.  Upon  the  passage  of  the  national  defense  act,  I  caused  inquiry 
to  be  made  by  the  War  College  as  to  what  duties  of  an  administrative 
nature  were  being  performed  by  General  Staff  officers  on  the  date 
of  the  approval  of  that  act,  and  whether  such  participation  in  ad- 
ministrative work  was  limited  strictly  to  that  which  was  necessary 
in  the  exercise  of  their  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing 
powers,  or  whether  it  extended  to  the  complete  performance  of  ad- 
ministrative tasks.  The  relies  of  the  bureaus  contained  in  the  at- 
tached report  of  the  War  (JoUege  are  interesting. 

The  Chief  of  Ordnance  and  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  had  nothing 
to  report. 

The  Acting  Quartermaster  General  says: 

You  are  advised  that  there  is  nothing  of  record  In  this  office  relating  to 
queries. 

The  Acting  Surgeon  General  states  that  the  General  Staff — 

in  a  number  of  cases  has  decided  such  questions  as  the  number  and  compen- 
sation of  civilian  employees  (for  example,  contract  nurses  and  ambulance 
chauffeurs)  to  be  paid  out  of  funds  under  the  administrative  control  of 
the  Surgeon  General.  It  would  seem  that  questions  of  that  character  are 
purely  administrative  and  could  safely  be  left  to  the  Surgeon  General. 

This  view  is  in  error.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  an  advisor  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  all  administrative  and  supply  questions  as  are 
committeed  to  him  by  the  Secretary,  and  this  is  one,  as  it  must  be 
coordinated  with  civilian  labor  in  the  other  bureaus.  If  the  Surgeon 
General  should  decide  to  pay  his  chauffeurs  more  than  the  Quar- 
termaster General  desired  to  pay,  and  paid  it,  and  the  Quartermaster 
General  should  decide,  in  order  to  keep  his  employees,  to  pay  more 
than  the  Surgeon  General  and  ^ive  them  a  raise,  appropriations 
would  be  exhausted  quicklv.  This  is  a  matter  that  must  be  coordi- 
nated through  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  states  that — 

The  only  duties  of  an  administrative  nature  performed  by  General  Staff 
officers  as  specifically  affecting  the  Cori)s  of  Engineers,  has  been  the  preparing 
of  military  map«  of  the  United  States,  and  the  distribution  to  the  Army  by 
the  War  College  of  certain  pamphlets  and  documents  prepared  by  the  CJorps  of 
Engineers  relating  to  the  workings  of  the  department 
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This  work  was  not  taken  up  by  the  General  Staff  as  a  matter  of 
administration,  but  with  the  idea  of  getting  the  maps  into  the  hands 
of  troops,  where  most  needed,  as  >i)romptly  as  possible.  Steps  are 
now  being  taken  to  place  this  entirely  in  the  nands  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  where  it  properly  belongs,  and  the  distribution  of 
docimients  with  The  Adjutant  General.  Consideration  was  given 
by  the  last  Chief  of  Staff  as  to  the  advisability  of  turning  over 
all  distribution  of  documents  to  The  Adjutant  General,  but  that  offi- 
cer thought  it  better  to  leave  it  at  the  War  College. 

The  Inspector  General  reports  that  his  department  has  no  ad- 
ministrative duty  and  is  not  informed  as  to  the  character  of  admin- 
istrative work  performed  by  officers  of  the  Greneral  Staff. 

The  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau  (until  June  3,  1916,  a  division  of 
the  General  Staff) ,  who  is  an  ex  officio  member  of  the  Greneral  Staff, 


It  is  not  believed  that  the  new  legislation  affecting  the  (General  Staff  cai» 
in  any  way  affect  the  status  or  duties  of  the  Chief  of  the  MiUtia  Bureau. 

The  Adjutant  General  refers  only  to  the  fact  of  assignments  and 
details  of  officers  having  been  made  through  the  General  Staff  as 
administrative  duty  and  adds : 

The  abolition  by  act  of  June  3,  1916,  of  the  mobile  army  section  of  the 
General  Staff  and  the  precise  statement  therein  that  no  administrative  duties 
are  to  be  performed  by  the  General  Staff  would  seem,  in  my  opinion,  to  have 
rendered  any  di^scussion  of  what  took  place  before  the  passage  of  that  act 
rather  futile. 

The  full  reply  of  The  Adjutant  General,  to  which  attention  is  in- 
vited,  requires  more  than  a  passing  word.  The  duties  of  that  de- 
partment are  set  forth  in  Article  LIX  of  the  Army  Regulations^ 
which  makes  it  primarily  a  department  of  records,  orders,  and  cor- 
respondence. The  claim  that  details  and  assignments  should  be 
made  hj  that  office  as  a  matter  of  administration,  following  ^nera) 
rules  laid  down  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  is  erroneous.  Details  and 
assignments  are  executive  acts  of  the  Secretary  of  War  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  especially  charged  with  the 
duty  of  iniorming  the  Secretary  of  War  as  to  the  qualification  of 
officers  as  determined  by  their  records  with  a  view  to  proper  selection. 
The  administrative  part  consists  in  putting  into  effect  the  executive 
acts  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  in  the  publication  of  orders,  in 
such  matters,  to  the  service,  and  in  keeping  the  records. 

From  the  foregoing,  it  is  clear  that  in  the  past  there  have  been 
in  the  opinion  of  those  bureau  chiefs  charged  with  administrative 
fimctions,  practically  no  administrative  work  performed  by  the 
General  Staff.  Their  duties  have,  in  the  main,  been  limited  to  the 
supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers  conferred  upon 
that  body  by  law. 

5.  In  the  passage  of  the  national  defense  act.  Congress  has  seen 
proper  to  place  certain  restrictions  upon  the  General  Staff. 

Not  more  than  one-half  can  be  employed  upon  any  duty  in  or  near 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

This  has  been  carried  into  effect. 

The  regulations  governing  the  selection  of  General  Staff  officers 
were  fully  carried  out  by  the  last  board,  and  will  be  followed  in 
future  details. 
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The  Mobile  Army  Division,  the  C!oast  Artillery  Division,  and  the 
Militia  Division  were  pr(Hnptly  discontinued. 

The  prohibition  placed  upon  General  Staff  officers  not  engaging 
in  work  of  an  administrative  nature  pertaining  to  established  bu- 
reaus of  the  War  Department,  or  upon  work  that  would  involve  im- 
pairment of  the  responsibility  or  initiative  of  such  bureaus,  or  would 
cause  unnecessarj^  duplication  or  delay  of  work,  is  being  carried  into 
effect. 

6.  The  report  of  the  War  College  Division  of  the  General  Staff 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Judge  Advocate  General  and  there  is  at- 
tached hereto  his  report  on  "  The  lawful  duties  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps  "  to  which  your  attention  is  especially  invited. 

The  Judge  Advocate  General  states : 

A  practical  delimitation  of  adjacent  jurisdiction  lying:  within  a  single  field 
of  executive  authority,  definition  of  the  jurisdictional  boundary  between  the 
functions  of  the  General  Staff  upon  the  one  hand  and  each  of  the  several 
established  administrative  bureaus  of  the  War  Department  upon  the  other, 
must,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  subject,  involve  some  doubt  and  diffiailty. 

He  succeeds  in  giving  an  opinion  which  would,  in  a  large  measure, 
result  in  the  emasculation  of  the  entire  General  Staff  and  return 
Army  administration  to  the  chaotic  condition  with  which  the  Army 
was  handicapped  until  the  establishment  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
The  Judge  Advocate  General  has  failed  to  properly  distinguish  be- 
tween duties  prescribed  for  the  General  Staff  as  a  body  (sec.  3, 
organic  act,  1903),  the  supervisory  duties  over  troops  and  chiefs  of 
bureaus  specially  conferred  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  section  4  of 
that  act,  and  the  recent  action  of  Congress  included  in  section  5  of 
the  national  defense  act  imposing  certain  restrictions  upon  the  work 
which  can  be  perfonned  by  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  in  its 
relation  to  the  administrative  bureaus  of  the  War  Department. 
There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
Congress  in  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act  were  simply  in- 
tended to  further  qualify  the  duties  prescribed  for  the  General  Staff 
Corps  as  a  body  under  section  2  of  the  organic  act,  1903,  and  in  no 
way  to  modify  or  change  the  supervisory  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Chief  of  Staff  in  section  4  of  the  organic  act. 

As  the  Judge  Advocate  General  states : 

Supervision  is  a  word  of  broad  meaning.  It  may  mean  direct  control,  or 
it  may  mean  a  general  power  of  overseeing  with  a  view  to  regulation  through 
a  power  drawn  from  some  other  source.  Supervision  does  not  as  a  legal  con- 
cept, when  applie<i  to  matters  military,  carry  the  idea  of  command.  The 
abolition  of  the  old  office  of  commanding  general  was  to  bring  departmental 
organization  more  in  harmony  with  the  constitutional  precept  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  proper,  as  the  constitutional  mouthpiece  of  the  President,  was 
himself  the  commander  of  the  Army. 

For  this  reason  the  supervisory  and  coordinating  power  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  was  conferred  directly  upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  as  the 
lawful  agent  of  the  Secret  a  rv  of  War.  Had  Congress  contemplated 
the  drastic  action  given  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral, it  would  have  been  written  in  no  uncertain  terms  and  not  have 
required  specious  reasoning  or  preparation  of  a  brief  of  demonstra- 
tion and  analysis  to  prove  that  such  important  intent  had  been  writ- 
ten so  obscurelv  and  inferentially  into  law.  It  is  recommended  that 
this  opinion  oi  the  Judge  Advocate  General  be  attached  with  other 
reports  as  an  exhibit  to  these  papers. 
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7.  The  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 
He  acts  as  military  adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  he  keeps 

him  informed  upon  the  Regular  Army  and  upon  such  matters  re- 
lating to  the  militia  as  are  within  the  purview  of  the  War  Etepart- 
ment. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  under  direction  of  the  Secretarv  of  War,  super- 
vises all  staff  departments  and  corps,  all  troops  of  the  line  and  staff, 
all  matters  pertaining  to  the  Regular  Army  and  to  the  militia  arising 
in  the  execution  of  acts  of  Congress  and  executive  regulations  made 
in  pursuance  thereof,  and  performs  such  other  military  duties  as  are 
assigned  to  him  by  the  President.  In  the  performance  of  these  duties 
the  Chief  of  Staff  calls  for  information,  makes  investigations,  and 
exercises  all  other  functions  necessary  to  secure  harmony  and  effi- 
ciency of  action  upon  the  part  of  those  under  his  supervision.  This 
supervisory  power  vested  by  statute  in  the  Chief  of  Staff  covers  pri- 
marily duties  pertaining  to  the  command,  discipline,  and  recruit- 
ment of  the  Army,  military  operations,  distribution  of  troops,  in- 
spections, armaments,  fortifications,  militarv  education  and  instruc- 
tion, including  the  Military  Academy,  and  all  service  schools  and  kin- 
dred matters.  It  includes  in  an  advisory  capacity  such  duties  con- 
nected with  fiscal  administration  and  supply  as  are  committed  to 
him  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

In  order  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  may  effectively  exercise  the  co- 
ordinating and  supervisory  authority  vested  in  him  by  statute,  an- 
nual reports  of  division  and  department  commanders  and  bureau 
chiefs,  as  well  as  the  annual  reports  of  the  superintendent  of  the  Mili- 
tary Academy,  the  service  schools,  and  other  subordinate  command- 
ers, are  submitted  to  him  for  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
prior  to  publication.  All  proposed  legal  enactments  affecting  the 
Army,  and  estimates  for  appropriations  for  its  support,  are  submit- 
ted to  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

During  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  the  senior 
assistant  present  for  duty  acts  as  chief. 

The  detail  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  ceases,  unless  sooner  terminated, 
on  the  day  following  the  expiration  of  the  tenn  of  the  service  of  the 
President  by  whom  the  detail  is  made,  and  if  at  any  time  the  Chief 
of  Staff  considers  he  can  no  longer  sustain  toward  the  President 
and  the  Secretary  of  War  a  relation  of  absolute  confidence  and  per- 
sonal accord  and  sympathy,  he  applies  to  be  relieved. 

8.  As  to  the  future  duties  of  tne  General  Staff,  it  is  believed  that 
no  further  change  should  be  made  in  the  conduct  of  its  important 
functions.  Its  duties  can  be  illustrated  by  the  supposition  of  an 
oversea  expedition.  It  should  determine  how  many  men  should  be 
sent  and  proportioned  to  the  different  arms  of  the  service,  the  arma- 
ment and  equipment.  It  must  be  informed  of  the  defenses  of  the 
place  of  landing,  the  classes  of  vessels  that  should  enter  the  harbor, 
the  facilities  for  landing,  the  character  of  roads,  the  character  of 
the  country — whether  it  be  healthful  or  unhealthful,  the  temper  and 
sympathies  of  the  inhabitants,  the  quantity  and  kind  of  supplies  that 
could  be  obtained  from  the  country.  It  must  determine  m  advance 
where  the  preparations  for  the  expedition  are  to  be  made.  This  must 
be  based  on  a  knowledge  of  men  and  material  available  for  the  exe- 
cution, the  points  from  which  they  are  to  be  drawn,  whether  th^re 
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are  ships  enough  to  transport  them,  where  they  are  to  be  obtained, 
whether  they  are  properly  fitted  up,  what  are  the  available  stocks  or 
clothing,  arms,  ammunition,  horses,  wagons,  supplies,  and  munitions 
necessary  for  the  expedition,  and  of  the  things  to  be  supplied  which 
are  not  ready.  This  and  much  more  it  is  the  business  of  the  General 
Staff  to  supply.  Its  performance  must  involve  absolute  coordinating 
of  the  various  bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  and  their  reports  to 
the  Chief  of  Staff  from  the  basis  of  such  coordination.  Work  of 
this  character  should  in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  be  considered  by 
the  War  College  together  with  all  matters  of  policy. 

9.  The  paramount  importance  of  a  general  staff,  to  which  the  at- 
tention of  the  military  world  was  effectively  called  by  the  Franco- 
Prussian  War  46  years  ago,  is  now  universally  recognized.  In  other 
first-class  powers  it  extends  not  alone  to  the  military  forces  of  a  na- 
tion but  to  the  coordination  of  the  civil  industries  for  wa/*  in  backing 
up  the  very  life  of  the  body  politic  should  war  become  necessary  for 
its  preservation. 

Tne  present  Congress  is  now  in  active  consideration  of  appropria- 
tions aggregating  $685,343,017.27  in  the  cause  of  preparedness,  that 
for  the  support  of  the  Army  for  the  fiscal  year  1917  amounting  to 
$313,970,447.10. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  no  backward  step  should  be  taken  in  the 
functions  of  the  General  Staff,  but  that  the  plain  letter  of  the  law 
should  be  observed  by  all ;  that  no  change  be  made  in  its  duties  and 
in  the  course  followed  in  matters  for  presentation  to  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

10.  There  is  attached  a  memorandum  giving  the  details  of  organi- 
zation of  the  General  Staff.  The  approval  of  this  memorandum  will 
carry  with  it  the  approval  of  the  one  attached. 

H.  L.  SOOTT, 

Major  General^  Chief  of  Staff. 


July  31,  1916. 
Memorandum. 

The  following  organization  and  assignment  to  duty  are  prescribed 
for  the  General  Staff  Corps : 

1.  (A)  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

1.  The  Chief  of  Staff. 

2.  The  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

3.  Such  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  within  the  limit  author- 
ized by  law  necessary  "  to  render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to 
the  Secretary  of  War,  etc."  (organic  act  approved  Feb.  14,  1903), 
and  "in  investigating  and  reporting  upon  the  efficiency  and  state 
of  preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace  and  war,  etc.'^ 
(national-defense  act  approved  June  3,  1916). 

These  officers  will  be  designated : 

1.  Assistant  on  matters  pertaining  to  mounted  services. 
2..  Assistant  on  matters  pertaining  to  Infantry  and  auxiliary  foot 
troops. 

3.  Assistant  on  miscellaneous  matters. 

4.  Secretary  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
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The  Greneral  Staff  officers  designated  as  assistants  will  keep  the 
Chief  of  Staff  thoroughly  advised  at  all  times  on  matters  relating  to 
personnel,  stations,  movements  of  troops,  arms,  training,  equipment, 
etc..  necessary  for  the  efficiency  and  preparedness  of  the  branch^ 
witn  which  they  are  charged  to  be  advised. 

(B)   WAR  DEPARTMENT  GENERAL  STAFF. 

1.  President,  Army  War  CoUe^. 

2.  All  officers  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  on  duty  in  Washington 
not  assi^ed  to  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  S£iaff. 

The  War  Department  General  Staff  will  be  divided  into  com- 
mittees on  the  following  subjects: 

(A)   HIUTABY  0PKBATI0I7S. 

Personnel :  To  be  assi^ed  by  the  president,  Army  War  College. 

Duties :  Matters  relatmg  to  organization,  training,  and  mobQiza- 
tion  of  troops;  large  maneuvers;  joint  maneuvers  of  Army  and 
Navy;  projects  for  strategical  concentration;  coast  defense  and 
mobile  defense  of  coast  areas;  preparation  of  war  plans,  including 
oversea  expeditions  and  combined  operations  of  Army  and  Navy; 
transportation ;  preparation  of  the  details  of  problems  to  be  worked 
out  by  the  Army  War  College  in  aid  of  the  foregoing. 

(B)  mhjtaby  information. 

Personnel :  To  be  assigned  by  the  president,  Army  War  College. 

Duties:  Collection,  arrangement,  and  distribution  of  statistical 
and  geographical  information  of  military  importance  relating  to  our 
own  and  foreign  countries;  collection,  preparation,  and  distribution 
of  military  maps:  supervision  of  intelligence  work  in  the  army; 
supervision  of  military  attaches  and  observers  and  editing  their  re- 
ports ;  assists  in  the  assignment  of  work  to  the  personnel  of  the  Army 
War  College  to  aid  in  the  foregoing. 

(C)    MFLITABY   EDUCATION. 

Personnel:  To  be  assigned  by  the  president.  Army  War  College. 

Duties:  Study  of  policy  and  system  of  troop  training,  including 
Field  Service  and  Drill  Regulations;  drafting  Annual  Training 
Bulletin:  to  take  charge  of  the  subje:»t  of  the  training  and  instruc- 
tion of  officers  serving  with  troops  and  reserve  officers;  general  super- 
vision of  the  course  of  instruction  at  all  military  schools  maintained 
in  the  Army  for  officers  or  enlisted  men;  the  same  for  schools  and 
colleges  having  a  course  of  military  instruction. 

2.  General  Staff  Board  op  Direction  and  Review. 

Personnel :  The  Chief  of  Staff,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  the 
president  of  the  Army  War  College,  secretary  of  the  General  Staff 
(recorder). 

Duties:  This  board  will,  in  a  general  way,  block  out  the  work 
for  the  entire  General  Staff  Corps.    It   will  also  determine  the  work 
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to  be  required  of  the  personnel  of  the  War  College  and  outline  the 
course  to  be  followed.  It  will  likewise  make  recommendations  re- 
|!^rding  the  national  military  policy  and  necessary  military  legisla- 
tion and  other  matters  in  general  which  are  to  be  considered  by  the 
General  Staff. 

3.  General  Staff  Officers  for  Duty  wrrn  Troops. 

General  Staff  officers  will  be  detailed  for  duty  at  each  of  the  several 
department  headquarters,  one  for  duty  as  Chief  of  Staff  and,  when 
available,  such  assistants  as  found  necessary.  Likewise,  whenever 
troops  of  the  Regular  Army  or  National  Guard  are  organized  into 
the  higher  tactical  units,  chiefs  of  staff  and  the  necessary  assistants, 
so  far  as  available,  will  be  detailed  from  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
The  senior  officer  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  assigned  to  duty  with 
the  command  of  a  general  officer  or  other  superior  commander,  unless 
otherwise  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  will  be  the  chief  of  staff 
of  the  command.  He  will  bear  tne  same  relation  as  adviser  to  the 
commanding  general  or  other  commanders  as  does  the  Chief  of  Staff 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  will  in  like  manner  supervise  all  troops 
of  the  line  and  staff  and  all  bureaus  included  in  the  command.  All 
General  Staff  officers  assigned  to  such  duty  will  endeavor  in  every 
way  to  assist  in  carrying  out  the  general  duties  prescribed  by  law  for 
the  General  Staff  Corps.  Greneral  Staff  officers  attached  to  com- 
mands in  the  field  will  keep  careful  journals  of  operations,  from 
which  they  will  compile  reports  of  these  operations  for  the  use  of 
their  immediate  commanders  and  also  for  the  information  of  the 
War  Department.  When  a  commanding  general  is  temporarily 
absent  from  his  command  and  his  duties  have  not  been  formerly  as- 
sumed by  the  next  in  rank,  the  chief  of  staff  of  the  command  will  act 
as  his  representative  in  his  absence. 

4.  Armt  and  War  College. 

1.  President,  Army  War  College. 

2.  One  General  Staff  officer  (director). 

3.  Such  directors,  instructors,  and  students  as  may  be  detailed  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  from  the  Army  at  large. 

H.  L.  SCJOTT, 

L  Major  General,  Chief  of  Staff. 


August  11, 1916. 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  W.ar. 

Supplemental  to  my  memorandum  of  the  27th  ultimo,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  as  affected  by  section  5  of  the 
national  defense  act,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  as 
indicative  of  the  intent  of  Congress  in  giving  the  Chief  of  Staff 
supervision  of  all  troops  of  the  fine  and  of  the  different  staff  corps 
and  departments  of  the  War  Department. 

This  intent  is  shown  by  the  aiscussion  as  set  forth  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record  of  the  Fifty-seventh  Confess,  second  session, 
when  the  act  approved  February  14,  1903,  which  established  a  Gen- 
eral Staff  Corps,  was  under  discussion. 
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In  presenting  the  bill,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Aflfairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives  (Mr.  Hull)  as  shown 
on  page  503,  said : 

♦  ♦  •  Mr.  Speaker,  the  biU  Is  not  a  complex  one  or  hard  to  understand. 
It  is  simply  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a  body  of  men  without  additional 
rank  for  the  purpose  of  coordinating  all  the  different  staff  corps  and,  in  place 
of  each  one  running  In  its  own  groove,  reporting  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 
putting  upon  him  the  burden  of  passing  on  each  of  the  questions  affecting  each 
stafE  corps,  to  have  a  trained  body  of  officers  take  up  all  of  these  questions 
and  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War  through  Its  Chief  of  the  General  Staflf.  For 
instance,  since  the  beginning  of  the  Spanish  War,  with  each  of  the  staff  corps 
an  Independent  body,  you  have  the  Quartermaster  and  the  Commissary  and 
the  Ordnance  and  the  Engineers  and  all  the  supply  and  administrative  depart- 
ments acting  In  a  sense  as  Independent  bureaus. 

The  Secretary  of  War,  of  course,  has  control  over  all,  but  It  throws  a  volume 
of  work  on  the  Secretary  of  War  and  Is  Impossible  for  anyone  to  properly  and 
efficiently  discharge  the  duties  thereby  Imposed  upon  him.  This  coordinates 
all  these  departments.  It  provides  for  a  detail  of  officers  from  the  Une  of  the 
Army  or  from  the  staff,  from  the  Army  at  large,  to  take  Into  consideration  all 
these  questions  of  administration,  and  In  the  event  of  war,  all  questions  of  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  supply,  administrative,  and  executive 
departments  of  the  War  Department.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  experience  of 
the  Government  has  demonstrated  positively  the  necessity  of  such  a  body  of 
men  as  this. 

On  page  505 : 

Mr.  Hay.  And  the  Chief  of  Staff  will  be  In  a  position  to  coordinate  and  bring 
together  all  the  different  staff  departments. 

We  all  know  the  trouble  that  we  had  during  the  Spanish  War.  We  all  know 
that  Immense  supplies  were  taken  to  Florida,  and  that  by  reason  of  the  differ- 
ences In  the  orders  Issued  from  the  various  heads  of  departments  It  was  Impos- 
sible, sometimes  for  a  week  at  a  time,  for  the  soldiers  to  be  supplied  with 
rations  and  quartermaster  supplies. 

Mr.  Steele.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  If  this  bill  does  not  practically 
eliminate  the  lieutenant  general  from  the  Arhiy?  In  other  words,  would  It  be 
possible  under  this  bill  for  the  commanding  general  of  the  Army  in  time  of  war 
to  have  his  headquarters  out  of  Washington?  The  Chief  of  Staff  by  this  bill 
must  be  in  Washington,  and  the  commanding  general  of  the  Army  is  Chief  of 
Staff? 

Mr.  Hay.  No;  the  commanding  general  of  the  Army  is  not  Chief  of  Staff; 
this  bill  authorizes  the  President  to  detail  any  officer  he  pleases  as  Chief  of 
Staff,  and  he  can  detail  him  back  to  the  line  at  any  moment.  If  he  wants  to  do  It. 

It  is  noted  that  the  commanding  general  to  whom  reference  is 
made  had  before  this  been  the  senior  general  officer  of  the  Army,  and 
at  that  time  a  lieutenant  general. 

On  page  534 : 

Mr.  McClellan.  ♦  •  •  We  have  In  our  Army  to-day  a  great  number  of 
so-called  staff  departments  the  duties  of  several  of  which  overlap.  They  are 
all  Independent  of  each  other,  all  more  or  less  antagonistic,  without  common 
policy  or  unity  of  purpose.  It  Is  true  that  the  President  can  create  a  General 
Staff  by  Executive  order,  but  were  he  to  do  so  It  would  be  equally  possible  for 
his  successor  to  destroy  It,  or  for  him  to  reconsider  his  action  and  do  away  with 
It  If  this  bill  is  once  enacted,  there  must  be  legislation  before  the  principle 
of  the  General  Staff  can  be  tampered  with. 

Mr.  Adams.  •  •  •  The  main  object  of  this  bill  Is  to  prevent  the  friction 
which  past  exi>erience  has  shown  to  exist  bet\N'een  the  various  departments  of 
the  Government  relating  to  war  measures,  which  fault  lay  In  the  system  and 
not  In  the  efficiency  or  patriotism  of  the  heads  of  the  different  departments. 

On  page  635 : 

Mr.  Hay.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa,  I  would 
like  to  say  that  the  provision  In  line  13,  as  I  understand,  Is  Just  what  Is  done 
now.    As  I  understand,  every  officer  In  the  Army  Is  the  agenVto  inform  the 
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President  and  the  Secretary  of  War  about  questions  that  they  have  knowledge 
of.  The  language  in  the  bill  is  that  the  General  Staff  shall  rendei^  professional 
aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  that  general  officers  and  su- 
perior commanders  are  to  act  as  their  agents  in  informing  them.  That  is  done 
now.  If  a  general  officer  has  a  staff,  his  staff  officers  are  his  agents  in  the 
different  branches  of  the  service.  An  inspector  general,  an  adjutant  general, 
and  all  the  different  staff  officers  act  as  agents  to.  the  general  in  chief  to  in- 
form him  and  to  help  him  to  coordinate  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers 
engaged  in  carrying  out  the  orders  of  the  superior  officer.     •     •     • 

I  am  talking  about  the  General  Staff,  with  which  this  bill  deals ;  it  only  deals 
with  them. 

Mr.  Hepburn.  But  this  general  of  the  staff,  as  one  of  the  gentlemen  on  your 
side  has  said,  is  In  fact  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  Army  and  will  have  the 
command  of  the  Army.  The  commander  in  chief  then  becomes  the  agent  of 
his  subordinate. 

Mr.  Hay.  He  will  not  be  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  Army  unless  the 
President  makes  him  so. 

Mr.  Hepbubn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hay.  Now,  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  Army  In  the  field  Is  very  dif- 
ferent from  the  commander  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 

Mr.  Hepbubn.  But  you  say  that  this  officer  becomes  commander  in  chief 
when  the  President  makes  him  so. 

Mr.  Hay.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hepbubn.  Does  this  bill  make  him  so? 

Mr.  Hay.  No,  sir ;  it  does  not    It  makes  him  Chief  of  Staff. 

On  page  536 : 

Mr.  McClellan.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  Hay.  Certainly. 

Mr.  McClellan.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  chief  of  General  Staff  can  be  as- 
signed to  command  the  field  Army? 

Mr,  Hay.  Unquestionably. 

Mr.  Hepbitbn.  Will  the  gentleman  permit  a  moment? 

Mr.  Hay.  Ver>*  well. 

Mr.  Hepbubn.  T  find  this  confusion  In  the  bill :  In  section  4  there  is  the  fol- 
lowing: "That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  War,  shall  have  supervision  of  all  troops  of  the  line,"  etc.  In 
section  3,  beginning  on  line  6, 1  find  "  That  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  Corps 
shall  be  to  prepare  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  for  the  mobilization  of 
the  military  forces  In  time  of  war,"  not  as  the  aid  of  the  President,  not  under 
his  direction,  but  by  virtue  of  the  authority  of  this  statute  which  It  is  proposed 
we  shall  enact,  giving  him  this  power  of  preparing  plans  and  mobilizing  forces. 

Mr.  Hay.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  If  preparing  plans  for  national  defense 
and  preparing  plans  for  mobilization  is  giving  orders  for  the  defense  and  for 
mobilization?  The  gentleman  wrests  from  Its  meaning  the  language  of  the 
bill.  He  is  preparing  plains  for  doing  something;  he  is  not  ordering  some- 
thing to  be  done,  and  In  the  section  to  which  the  gentleman  has  referred  it 
is  provided  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  must  do  all  these  things  under  direction  of 
the  President  and  the  Secretar>'  of  War.     •     •     ♦. 

Now,  I  believe  that  the  several  staff  corps  have  done  their  duty  as  far  as  they 
could  do  It  in  our  Army.  I  believe  that  they  are  men  of  high  ability  and  that 
they  will  continue  to  be;  but  I  agreed  with  my  friend  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
McClellan]  that  there  ought  to  be  some  person  somewhere  upon  whom  the 
people  of  this  country  and  the  Congress  could  lay  their  hands  when  disas- 
trous mistakes  are  made,  as  they  have  been  made  heretofore.  For  that  reason 
and  others  which  I  gave  yesterday  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill,  and  I  trust  that 
the  Members  will  vote  for  it,  because  it  is  a  very  great  stride  in  the  interest 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 

4r  «  «  «  «  «  « 

Mr.  Pabker.  Now,  our  great  Secretary  of  War  has  explained  what  our  diffi- 
culty was.  When  the  war  with  Spain  took  place  we  had  various  departments. 
We  attempted  to  assemble  and  send  troops.  When  we  wanted  to  get  troops  we 
wanted  to  know  where  we  would  get  them,  from  what  post  they  could  be  got, 
from  what  States  they  could  be  obtained,  in  what  condition  of  efficiency  they 
would  be,  where  they  were  to  be  sent,  how  they  should  be  sent,  by  what  ves- 
sels they  should  be  transported,  what  vessels  we  had  at  our  disposal.    The  re^ 
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ports  on  all  these  subjects  came  in  from  five  separate  departments  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  WAr,  who  alone  had  to  go  over  those  reports  and  find  out  for  him- 
self what  plan  was  feasible,  where  troops  should  go,  and  how  they  should  be 
provisioned. 

The  Adjutant  General  could  not  order  the  Subsistence  Department  to  send 
supplies  to  that  particular  place.  The  Adjutant  General  had  to  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  War.  The  Subsistence  Department  could  not  find  out  where 
troops  were  going  except  by  applying  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  All  those 
various  reports  from  all  those  different  departments,  coming  to  one  man  over- 
whelmed him  with  work,  so  that  sometimes  orders  having  been  issued  for 
troops  to  go  to  one  place,  and  those  orders  being  subsequently  changed,  the 
subsistence  went  to  the  wrong  place.  There  was  no  body  of  men  to  coordinate 
the  work,  to  go  over  what  had  been  done,  and  to  find  out  what  had  to  be  done 
in  order  to  make  the  different  departments  work  in  harmony,  and  to  submit  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  general  plans  covering  all  the  different  branches  of  the 
maintenance  and  transportation  of  troops,  and  the  orders  to  go  to  the  Army,  so 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  could  act  upon  the  plans  as  a  whole  instead  of  hav- 
ing to  act  on  all  the  details  that  came  to  him  and  which  overwhelmed  his 
office. 

On  page  538: 

Mr.  Hull.  •  •  •  There  is  another  thing,  Mr.  Chairman.  There  has  been 
talk  as  to  The  Adjutant  General's  power.  It  leaves  The  Adjutant  General  with 
his  office ;  but  he  never  had  the  training,  he  never  had  the  experience,  he  never 
had  the  advice,  he  never  had  the  authority  over  any  of  the  other  bureaus  of 
the  War  Department  He  was  not  the  commander  In  chief,  with  all  due 
deference  to  my  friend  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Parker].  He  was  the  man  who 
formulated  the  orders  of  the  Commander  In  Chief.  The  President  gave  the 
orders,  or  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  the  orders,  and  every  order  issued  by  The 
Adjutant  General  was  issued  through  the  authority  and  by  the  direction  of  the 
President  or  the  Secretary  of  War. 

This  Chief  of  Staff,  as  has  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Slayden]  and  others,  does  not  issue  the  orders;  he  coordinates  all  this  in- 
formation, gives  it  to  the  proper  authority,  and  orders  are  issued  by  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  so  that  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no  objection  to  this  bill  and 
there  can  be  no  criticism  of  it  on  the  ground  of  expenditure.    ♦    ♦    ♦. 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  foregoing  that  the  intent  of  Congress 
was  to  use  the  word  supervision  with  reference  to  the  chief  of  staff 
in  the  ordinary  meaningof  the  word  as  given  in  the  Standard  Dic- 
tionary. The  Fui)k  &  Wagnalls  Standard  Dictionary,  1913,  gives 
the  following  meaning  to  supervise :  "  To  have  a  general  oversight 
of,  especially  as  an  officer  vested  with  authority,"  and  the  chief  of 
staff  was  clothed  with  this  authority  by  law  in  the  supervision 
prescribed  by  section  4  of  the  organic  act.  Supervision  is  a  military 
word  of  long  use  in  our  regulations  and  accords  with  the  meaning 
given  in  the  dictionary.  A  department  commander  under  the  regula- 
tions exercises  supervision  over  our  garrison  schools.  The  course 
for  garrison  schools  is  laid  down  by  the  War  Department,  but  he 
exercises  control  in  his  supervision  and  carries  out  the  orders  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  with  reference  to  these  schools.  He  coordinates 
post  graduate  work  with  a  view  to  securing  uniformity  of  instruction 
and  progressive  tactical  training  throughout  his  command.  In  the 
same  way  the  chief  of  staff  with  his  assistants  coordinates  the  work 
of  the  bureaus  of  the  War  Department  so  as  to  inform  and  advise 
the  bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  who  must  conspire  in  the  ex- 
ecution of  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

2.  It  was  desired  to  obtain  from  the  Judge  Advocate  General  a 
legal  opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  administrative,  as  used 
in  section  5,  national  defense  act,  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  affairs 
of  the  War  Department,  but  no  such  opinion  on  this  subject  has 
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been  reached  in  the  papers  submitted  by  him  relative  to  the  duties 
of  the  general  staflf,  so  I  shall  attempt  to  define  the  question  as  I 
think  it  should  be  applied. 

The  New  Standard  Dictionary   (Funk  &  Wagnalls),  1913.  gives: 
Administrative :  Pertaining  to  or  characterized  by  administration ;  executive ; 
as,  he  has  great  administrative  ability. 

Administer:  To  have  the  charge  or  direction  of  (any  public  or  private 
affairs)  ;  perform  officially  the  executive  duties  pertaining  to  (any  office,  trust, 
or  the  like)  ;  manage;  regulate;  as,  to  administer  the  government;  to  admin- 
ister the  affairs  of  a  bank. 

The  above  meanings  agree  with  the  practice  of  the  conduct  of 
affairs  in  the  War  Department  by  which  each  chief  of  a  department 
or  corps  is  left  administrative  control  of  his  respective  department. 

The  Adjutant  General's  Department  is  the  department  of  records, 
orders,  and  correspondence  of  the  Army  and  of  the  militia.  There 
should  be  no  interference  by  the  general  staff  with  the  conduct  of 
these  affairs  as  prescribed  by  law  and  custom  in  that  office,  or  with 
the  manner  in  which  a  recording,  authenticating,  and  communicating 
of  orders  and  instructions  is  carried  out,  other  than  the  supervision 
vested  by  law  in  the  chief  of  staff. 

The  Inspector  General's  Department  is  not  an  administrative  de- 
partment. Its  sphere  of  inquiry,  which  includes  every  branch  of 
military  affairs  except  when  specially  limited  in  regulations  or 
orders  and  its  reports,  are  submitted  for  the  informing  and  coordi- 
nating supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  action  of  the  Secretary 
of  War. 

The  Jud^e  Advocate  General  is  the  custodian  of  records,  general 
courts-maitial,  courts  of  inquiry  and  military  commissions,  all 
papers  relating  to  the  title  of  lands  under  control  of  the  War  De- 
partment except  the  Washington  acqueduct  and  public  buildings 
and  grounds  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  officers  of  that  de- 
partment render  opinions  upon  legal  questions  when  called  upon  by 
proper  authority.  They  have  no  administrative  functions  which 
can  be  interfered  with  by  the  General  Staff. 

The  Quartermaster  Corps  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  providing 
transportation,  public  animals,  and  forage,  wagons,  clothing,  camp 
and  garrison  equipage,  barracks,  storehouses,  and  other  buildings, 
with  the  construction  and  repair  of  roads,  railways,  bridges,  build- 
ings, and  charters  ships,  boats,  docks  and  wharves  for  militarv'  pur- 
poses, supplies  subsistence,  has  charge  of  the  supply  and  distribution 
and  accounting  of  funds  for  the  payment  of  the  Army,  and  attends 
to  all  matters  connected  with  military  operations  not  expressly 
assigned  to  some  other  bureau  of  the  War  Department.  As  set  forth 
in  my  previous  memorandum,  there  has  been  no  interference  by  the 
General  Staff  with  its  administrative  functions.  This  is  probably 
the  only  department  which  presents  any  opportunity  for  inter- 
ference. In  the  informing  and  coordinating  powers  of  the  General 
Staff,  it  is  necessary  for  it,  through  the  Chief  of  Staff,  to  make 
recommendations  as  to  the  movement  of  troops  and  material  of  war, 
as  to  the  number  of  public  animals  and  transportation  needed  to 
equip  various  organizations;  of  the  number  of  ships  that  may  be 
necessary  for  movements  by  sea;  for  the  quantity  of  subsistence 
supplies  needed  at  any  particular  point,  or  of  the  amount  of  cloth- 
ing or  the  type  of  shoe  that  it  is  desired  to  equip  the  service.    Such 
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questions,  after  action  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  pertain  entirely  to 
tne  administrative  functions  of  the  Quartermaster  General. 

The  Medical  Department  investigates  the  sanitary  conditions  of 
the  Army,  advises  with  reference  to  the  location  of  camps  and  water 
supply  and  has  the  duty  of  caring  for  the  sick  and  wounded,  with 
furnishing  of  medical  and  hospital  supplies.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
General  Staff  in  its  informing  and  coordinating  function  to  make 
recommendation  for  the  number  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  that 
corps  and  of  equipment  necessary  in  accompanying  mobile  units  in 
the  field  or  as  to  the  number  and  location  of  field  hospitals  and  am- 
bulance companies,  for  action  by  the  Secretarj-  of  War  and  which, 
after  approval,  is  carried  into  execution  b^  the  Surgeon  General. 

In  the  same  way  I  could  include,  with  similar  remarks,  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  the  Signal  Corps. 

The  organic  law  makes  separate  and  distinct  provisions  for  the 
duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  the  national  defense  act  reaffini;ied 
the  suj>ervisory  powers  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  informing  and 
coordinating  powers  of  the  General  Staff.  It  does  not  seem  possible 
that  it  could  have  been  the  intention  of  Congress  to  repeal  in  any 
way  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  thus  return  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  the  unfortunate  conditions  so  much  decried  by 
Mr.  Root  as  he  found  existing  during  the  early  part  of  his  conduct 
of  this  office.  It  is  probable  that  no  one  coulil  be  more  astonished 
and  astounded  than  would  Congi*ess  itself  to  find  that  its  carefully 
considered  legislation  of  nearly  14  years  ago,  with  reference  to  the 
supervisory  duties  of  the  Chief  oi  Staff,  had  be^n  wiped  out  of 
existence  bv  an  ojpinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  upon  legis- 
lation whic'h  was  mtended  to  stop  any  administrative  functions  by  the 
General  Staff,  as  a  body,  and  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the  Chief 
of  Staff.  The  full  statement  of  Mr.  Secretair  Root  to  Congress  in 
1902,  on  the  functions  of  the  proposed  general  staff,  is  attached. 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  General^  Chief  of  Staff. 


Headquarters,  Eastern   Department, 

Governors  Island. 
New  York  City^  Atbgiist  22^  1916. 
From:       Department  Commander. 
To :  The  Chief  of  Staff. 

Subject:    Memorandum   concerning  duties  of  Greneral   Staff  and 

Chief  of  Staff. 

1.  The  purpose  of  Congress  in  creating  the  General  Staff  and  the 
office  of  Chief  of  Staff  was  to  give  to  the  President,  without  dimin- 
ishing his  control  as  Commander  in  Chief,  an  instrumentality  for 
exercising  that  command  effectively  and  efficiently  and  through 
which  he  could  coordinate  the  interests  and  activities  of  the  line  and 
the  various  staff  corps  and  departments  to  the  end  that  the  Army 
might  be  maintained  in  the  state  of  the  highest  possible  efficiencv. 
In  the  absence  of  clear  and  explicit  declarations  to  the  contrary-  it 
should  be  assumed,  in  view  of  the  purpose  of  Congress  in  creating 
the  General  Staff  and  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  that  the  further 
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action  of  Congress  as  embodied  in  section  5  of  the  national  defense 
act  was  to  improve  and  strengthen  that  agency  rather  than  to 
destroy  it.  Had  it  been  the  purpose  of  Confess  to  have  imposed 
upon  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  General  Staff  in  the  exercise  oi  their 
duties  the  limitations  arrived  at  in  the  opinions  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  it  would  have  done  so  in  clear  and  explicit  language. 
The  phraseology  of  the  act  defines  and  strengthens  the  original  legis- 
lation. 

2.  The  substance  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  concerning  the  functions  of  the  General  Staff  and 
the  limitations  placed  upon  it  by  recent  legislation;  also  the  con- 
clusion arrived  at  concerning  the  functions  oi  the  Chief  of  Staff  and 
the  limitations  placed  upon  his  activities  are: 

General  i^taff. — ^Neither  can  CTeneral  Staff  i)ower  be  used  to  govern  all  bu- 
reaus of  the  War  Department  in  their  methods  of  administration.  The  power 
Is  concerned  not  with  intradepartmental  methods,  but  rather  with  action,  the 
result  of  activity — results,  and,  what  is  more,  results  of  a  general  effect.  Gen- 
eral policy  conflned  within  Its  proper  purpose  can  not  be  concerned  with  mere 
administrative  methods;  and  to  adopt  the  view  announced  by  the  War  College 
Division  would  he  to  permit  the  General  Staff  to  control  bureau  administra- 
tion of  every  character,  to  depart  from  and  neglect  their  own  general  func- 
tions, and  thus  nullify  the  law  and  postpone  the  reform  which  Congress  in- 
tended to  inaugurate.  It  is  the  effect  of  the  language,  and  must  therefore  have 
been  the  real  purpose  of  the  act,  to  reestablish  the  relation  of  the  several 
bureau  chiefs  as  special  aids  and  advisers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  mat- 
ters which  fall  within  their  special  jurisdiction,  uninterfered  with  by  any  out- 
side agency.  As  a  matter  of  organic  law  established  or  recognized  by  Congress, 
much  from  the  beginning  of  the  Government  has  been  the  special  purpose  and 
function  of  the  administrative  bureaus.  *  *  *  The  original  statute,  as 
well  as  the  recent  one  contemplated,  of  course,  what  ordinarj'  intelligence  must 
appreciate,  that  the  administrative  efforts  of  the  several  bureaus  must  be  co- 
ordinated, and  must  be  supervised  for  that  purpose.  Such  a  coordination  lies 
of  necessity  beyond  the  power  and  jurisdiction  of  any  particular  bureau,  and 
must  therefore  be  regulated  by  agencies  outside  of  those  bureaus.  But  that 
regulation  must  be  achieved  without  absorbing  any  of  the  bureau  duties,  and 
it  must  be  of  a  general  kind,  and  have  regard  to  matters  Involving  policies. 
The  coordinating,  supervising  and  informing  powers  conferred  upon  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  must  be  exercised  with  this  principle  in  view. 

Chief  of  Staff, — I  do  not  believe  that  by  virtue  of  any  authority  he  has, 
either  in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  or  as  chief  of 
said  corps,  he  can  lawfully  exercise  his  power  so  as  to  stand  between  a  bureau 
head  and  the  Secretary  of  War  himself  upon  matters  assigned  by  law,  regula- 
tion and  custom  to  the  administrative  bureau  except  by  laying  down  general 
rules  of  policy  and  general  rules  designed  to  coordinate  the  efforts  of  the 
various  bureaus,  nor  Is  he  ever  Justified  In  substituting  in  such  matters  his 
Judgment  for  theirs. 

3.  Special  attention  is  invited  to  the  following  extracts  from  the 
above: 

It  is  the  effect  of  the  language,  and  must  therefore  have  been  the  real  pur- 
pose of  the  act,  to  reestablish  the  relation  of  the  several  bureau  chiefs  as 
special  aids  and  advisers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  matters  which  fall 
within  their  special  Jurisdiction,  uninterfered  with  by  any  outside  agency. 

And— 

Nor  Is  he  ever  justified  in  substituting  In  such  matters  his  judgment  for 
theirs. 

In  these  two  brief  extracts  we  have  the  essentials  striven  for  in 
this  opinion.  If  these  opinions  are  confirmed  and  the  dictum  laid 
down  put  in  force  the  MiUtary  Establishment  will  promptly  re- 
turn to  the  condition  of  administrative  chaos  and  inemciency  from 
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which  it  has  gradually  emerged  since  the  establishment  of  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  and  the  creation  of  the  office  of  Chief  of  Staff  with  super- 
vising and  coordinating  powers.  It  will  be  the  most  severe  blow  tiie 
effort  to  establish  military  efficiency  has  ever  received.  A  condi- 
tion will  be  established  which  will  render  military  efficiency  im- 
possible, for  it  will  place  the  practical  control  of  Array  matters  in 
the  hands  of  those  whose  position  and  duties  absolutely  prevent 
their  having  all  around  knowledge  of  the  needs  of  the  Army. 

4.  The  opmion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  that  "  the  General 
Staff  may  not  render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary 
of  War"  except  in  matters  of  a  general  nature,  needs  only  to  be 
stated  to  carry  its  own  refutation.  The  Judge  Advocate  General 
states,in  the  second  subparagraph  of  paragraph  3  of  his  letter  that 
"  Duties  performed  by  the  General  Staff  of  whatever  nature  must 
be  general  in  character.  So  the  statute  expressly  provides."  Care- 
ful scrutiny  of  the  act  of  Congress  as  published  in  Bulletin  No.  16, 
1916,  of  the  War  Department,  does  not  show  any  provision  requir- 
ing the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  to  be  of  "general  character."  The 
last  five  lines  of  section  5  are  as  follows : 

Provided  further.  That  hereafter  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall 
be  confined  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  general  nature  of 
those  specified  for  them  in  this  section  of  the  organic  act  of  CJongress  last 
hereinbefore  cited,  etc.     (Act  of  Feb.  14,  1903.) 

The  correct  meaning  of  this  sentence  is  arrived  at  by  substituting 
the  words  "  similar  to "  for  "  of  the  general  nature  of."  To  read 
into  this  sentence  the  meaning  that  the  duties,  of  whatever  nature, 
must  be  general  in  character,  is  merely  a  labored  feat  of  construc- 
tion. The  genius  of  efficient  rules  of  general  character  is  based  on 
an  intimate  knowledge  of  details.  The  soundness  of  general  regu- 
lations is  tested  by  their  effect  on  details.  If  satisfactorj^  resmts 
are  not  obtained  in  a  considerable  number  of  cases,  there  is  some- 
'  thing  wrong  with  the  general  rule.  Supervision  of  duties  of  a  gen- 
eral nature  therefore  necessarily  involves  consideration  of  details 
on  which  intelligent  criticism  mav  be  based. 

5.  In  the  letter  of  the  Chief  oi  Staff  of  the  Army  relating  to  the 
function  of  the  General  Staff,  this  is  discussed  from  the  viewpoint 
of  the  intent  underlying  the  original  legislation  creating  the  General 
Staff,  as  disclosed  in  the  hearings  which  preceded  the  enactment  of 
that  legislation.  It  is  evident  therefrom  that  the  purpose  in  the 
minds  of  the  creators  of  the  General  Staff  was  to  provide  the  Presi- 
dent with  an  instrumentality  through  which  to  exercise  his  consti- 
tutional powers  in  the  command  of  the  Army,  and  this  intent  is  so 
expressed  in  section  4  of  the  act  of  1903.  Nothing  in  the  national 
defense  act  of  1916,  either  expressed  or  implied,  can  be  interpreted 
as  restricting  either  the  President  or  the  Secretary  of  War  in  this 
exercise  of  their  powers.  The  national  defense  act  prohibits  the 
General  Staff  from  the  exercise  of  administrative  authority.  This 
inhibition  effects  no  change  in  the  function  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  or 
the  General  Staff  as  heretofore  exercised.  The  General  Staff  has 
never  exercised  administrative  authority.  The  Chief  of  Staff,  as 
the  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  has  exercised  supervision 
and  coordination  over  administrative  details  as  the  authorized  ad- 
viser of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him 
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to  exercise  intelligently  the  undisputed  administrative  authority 
which  he  has.  In  other  words,  the  Chief  of  Staff  has  exercised,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  statute,  the  executive  authority 
delegated  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  President  and 
nothing  more.  The  form  of  orders  and  instructions  issued  by  the 
Chief  of  Staff  in  the  exercise  of  his  authorized  functions  clearly 
establishes  this.  They  are  all  issued  by  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  they  are  his,  the  Secretary  of  War's,  orders  and  instruc- 
tions to  exactly  the  same  extent  that  the  orders  and  instructions 
signed  by  an  A.  D.  C,  who  may  be  a  captain  of  Infantry,  but  acting 
as  the  representative  of  the  general  commanding  the  Army  or  a  terri- 
torial department,  are  the  instructions  of  that  superior.  Everjr  act 
of  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office  is 
subject  to  veto  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  orders  and  instructions 
are  those  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  no  one  else. 

6.  With  respect  to  the  decision  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of 
the  Armv  on  the  same  subject  the  following  is  noted.  This  decision 
admits  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  function  of  the 
General  Staff,  but  assumes  to  limit  the  degree  to  which  the  function 
may  'be  exercised  to  such  an  extent  as  to  render  it  ineffective.  The 
function  is  either  legal  or  illegal,  as  a  whole.  If  legal,  it  may  be 
exercised.  If  exercised,  an  interpretation  which  seeks  to  place  a 
nullifying  limitation  upon  the  effective  exercise  of  the  function  is 
without  foundation  of  logic  or  law. 

7.  In  the  closing  paragraph  of  the  decision  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  of  the  Araiy,  namely — 

In  all  matters  falling  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  several  bureaus  (Congress 
has  said  in  effect  that  the  views  of  the  particular  bureau  chief  shall  govern 
the  Secretary  so  far  as  his  own  judgment  is  to  be  advised ;  and  if  the  Secretary 
of  War  respects  not  the  advice  of  his  lawful  advisers  but  subjects  It  to  the 
extra-legal  review,  he  to  that  extent  dii^penses  with  the  statute  and  the  lawful 
medium  of  control,  and  moreover  destroys  the  distribution  of  departmental 
organic  powers  ordained  by  law — 

he  presumes  without  warrant  to  dictate  to  the  Secretary  of  War  the 
source  from  which  he  shall  receive  professional  advice  m  the  admin- 
istration of  the  business  of  the  Army.  The  approval  of  such  a  de- 
cision by  the  Secretary  of  War  would  amount  to  a  voluntary  sur- 
render of  his  delegated  powers  as  Secretary  of  War.  This  decision 
further  assumes  to  relegate  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  the  position  of 
Chief  of  General  Staff — a  limitation  of  the  powers  of  that  officer 
neither  expressed  in  the  law  nor  implied  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
created  the  office.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  the  military  adviser  and  reo- 
resentative  of  the  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  War.  He 
exercises  such  authority,  either  executive  or  administrative,  as  is 
delegated  to  him ;  and  to  limit  him  in  the  full  exercise  of  the  power 
conferred  on  him  is  to  restrict  the  President  in  the  exercise  of  his 
constitutional  authority  to  command  the  Army. 

8.  Section  4  of  the  act  approved  February  14, 1903,  conferred  up^on 
the  Chief  of  Staff  certain  duties  entirely  distinct  from  those  pertain- 
ing to  his  position  as  Chief  of  the  General  Staff.  These  duties  in- 
volve supervision  both  of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  the  staff  corps 
and  departments.  No  distinction  was  made  between  the  character  of 
supervision  to  be  exercised  over  line  troops  and  staff  departments. 
The  inference  is  plain  that  the  supervisory  power  conferred  upon  the 
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Chief  of  Staff  was  intended  to  enable  him  to  so  direct  the  actions  of 
all  as  to  obtain  the  coordination  necessary  to  military  efficiency.  The 
act  under  discussion  in  no  wa^  revokes  or  alters  the  organic  act  in 
this  respect;  on  the  contrary,  it  specifically  states: 

And  subject  to  the  exercise  of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing; 
powers  conferred  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  act  of  Con- 
gress hist  hereinbefore  cited,  the  business  transferred  by  this  proviso  to  certain 
bureaus  or  offices  shall  hereafter  be  transacted  exclusively  by  or  under  direc- 
tion of  the  respective  heads  thereof. 

It  is  plain  that  Congress  having  granted  certain  necessary  powers 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  to  the  General  Staff  is  desirous,  not  to  cur- 
tail these  powers  in  their  legitimate  exercise,  but  to  prevent  the  exer- 
cise of  powers  not  specifically  granted.  Congress  has  reiterated  that 
the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers  shall  continue  to 
be  exercised. 

9.  The  Judge  Advocate  General  states : 

It  gives  clearest  evidence  of  the  conviction  of  Congress  that  the  General  Staff 
has  heretofore  been  employeil  not  altogether  on  its  o^ti  proper  duties,  but  has 
been  diverted  from  them,  leaving  them  to  some  extent  unperformed,  and  has 
invaded  and  interfered  with  the  long-established  jurisdiction  of  the  several 
bureaus  of  the  department,  to  the  consequent  impairment  of  such  bureau  admin- 
istration and  to  the  detriment  of  general  mlUtary  efficiency. 

So  far  as  there  being  any  justifiable  reason  for  the  conclusion  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  as  to  the  conviction  of  Congress  that  the 
General  Staff  has  invaded  the  provinces  of  the  several  bureaus,  the 
evidence  of  those  bureaus  as  repeated  in  paragraph  4  of  the  memo- 
randum, Chief  of  Staff,  July  27,  1916,  is  proof  conclusive  that  such 
has  not  been  the  case,  and  that  Congress,  if  such  opinion  has  been 
formed,  has  been  misled.  It  can  not  be  established  that  there  has 
been  any  improper  employment  of  the  General  Staff,  that  it  has 
neglected  its  own  duties  or  that  it  has  improperly  invaded  or  inter- 
fered with  the  long-established  jurisdiction  of  the  several  bureaus 
of  the  War  Department  to  the  consequent  impairment  of  such  bureau 
administration  and  to  the  detriment  of  general  military  eflBciency.  I 
do  not  knaar  what  evidence  was  presented  to  Congress  at  the  hearings, 
but  I  do  know  that  from  the  period  of  1910  to  1914,  which  was  tne 
period  when  the  Chief  of  Staff  exercised  perhaps  as  full  a  supervision 
as  at  any  other  time,  there  was  no  such  interference  nor  was  there 
any  interference  with  military  efficiency.  There  was  a  determined 
attempt  to  coordinate  and  supervise  the  various  bureaus  so  as  to  bring 
about  some  semblance  of  a  military  policy  and  establi^  a  condition 
under  which  the  interests  of  the  line  should  become  the  governing 
policy  of  the  War  Department  rather  than  the  interests  of  the 
Dureaus, 

10.  The  Chief  of  Staff  has  a  dual  function,  one  as  Chief  of  Staff 
and  one  as  Chief  of  the  General  Staff  Corps.  As  Chief  of  the  General 
Staff  Corps  he  supervises  and  very  largely  directs  the  work  of  that 
portion  of  the  corps  which  is  station^  in  Washington.  He  exer- 
cises little  or  no  supervision  over  the  work  of  the  General  Staff  Corps 
serving  at  department  headquarters  under  the  direct  supervision  and 
control  of  the  various  department  commanders.  As  Chief  of  Staff 
he  acts  as  the  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  is  vested 
with  the  power  of  supervision  and  coordination  of  the  various  staff 
corps.    To  assume  that  he  can  exercise  with  intelligence  such  super- 
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Yision  and  coordination  without  a  knowledge  of  what  is  being  done 
in  the  various  bureaus  is  to  assume  what  is  impossible.  The  imder- 
lying  purpose  in  the  establishment  of  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff 
was,  while  continuing  full  ultimate  control  in  the  hands  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  representing  the  President,  to  rive  him  a  disinterested 
but  well  informed  adviser  of  appropriate  raii  fresh  from  the  line  of 
the  Army,  one  knowing  its  neeas  not  from  the  standpoint  of  a  bureau 
in  Washington,  but  from  the  standpoint  of  actual  service  with  troops, 
in  command  oi  important  departments  and  from  a  general  study  or 
the  whole  question  of  Army  administration  from  the  standpoint  of  a 
line  officer  of  command  rank,  one  who  realizes  what  is  needed  to  have 
a  well  balanced,  well  equipped  military  force. 

11.  It  is  imsafe  to  assume  that  a  well-conducted  military  establish- 
ment can  be  built  up  under  a  system  which  makes  a  civilian  Secre- 
tary of  War,  uninformed  on  military  matters  until  he  shall  have 
filled  that  position  for  a  period  sufficient  to  have  learned  all  details 
of  Army  organization,  administration,  and  tactical  control,  depend- 
ent upon  bureau  chiefs — ^men  who  have  not  served  with  troops  for 
many  years — for  information  concerning  the  needs  of  the  Army. 
The  function  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  to  coordinate  these  various  and 
diverse  interests  and  to  supervise  the  general  policy  of  the  various 
departments  in  order  that  they  may  harmonize  with  the  general 
policy  as  to  administration  of  the  Army  as  a  whole  the  policy  out- 
lined by  the  General  Staff  but  only  effective  when  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  an  expert  adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  sufficiently  familiar  with  military  matters  to 
act  intelligently  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  various  bureaus 
and  prevent  the  establishment  of  policies  and  practices  often  conflict- 
ing and  prejudicial  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Army  and  to  the  build- 
ing up  of  an  efficient  military  force.  The  Chief  of  Staff  has  a  period 
of  service  limited  to  four  years.  He  can  not  be  again  appointed  until 
he  has  had  two  years'  service  with  troops.  This  should  apply  to  all 
bureau  and  staff  corps.  If  it  did  the  present  controversial  attitude 
of  the  bureaus  would  not  exist.  It  is  absurd  to  assume  that  the  Chief 
of  Staff  can  act  as  an  expert  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of  War  without 
knowing  what  is  being  done  in  the  various  departments.  There  has 
been  no  interference  with  the  discharge  of  any  proper  functions  of 
a  department.  The  whole  subject  of  bureau  functions  is  a  very  com- 
plex one.  which  only  long  service  in  the  Army  enables  one  to  deter- 
mine. Occasional  errors  may  be  made,  but  the  errors  are  few  and 
relatively  unimportant. 

12.  Section  6  of  the  national  defense  act  defines  the  duties  of  the 
General  Staff: 


(1)  Study  of  military  problems. 


Preparation  of  plans  for  the  national  defense  and  the  utiliza- 
tion of  the  military  forces  in  time  of  war. 

(3)  Investigating  and  reporting  upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of 
preparedness  of  such  forces  for  service  in  peace  or  war. 

(4)  Appropriate  general  staff  duties  in  connection  with  troops, 
including  the  National  Ghiard. 

(5)  As  military  attaches  in  foreign  countries. 

(6)  On  other  duties,  not  of  an  administrative  nature,  on  which 
they  can  be  lawfully  and  properly  employed. 
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13.  The  "  organic  act "  referred  to  in  the  above  section  5  contain^ 
the  following  with  reference  to  the  duties  of  members  of  the  General 
Staff: 

(a).  To  render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
to  general  officers  and  other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents 
in  informing  and  coordinating  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are 
subject  under  the  terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

(&)  To  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as 
may  be  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  President 

^  14.  Section  5  of  the  national  defense  act  contains  also  the  following 
limitations  upon  the  duties  of  the  members  of  the  Greneral  Staff  : 

(1)  They  shall  not  be  permitted  to  assume  or  engage  in  work  of  an  admin- 
istrative nature  that  pertains  to  establish  bureaus  or  offices  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

(2)  Or  that,  being  assumed  or  engaged  in  by  members  of  the  General  Staff 
Corps  would  involve  impairment  of  the  responsibility  or  initiative  of  such 
bureaus  or  offices. 

(8)  Or  would  cause  injurious  or  unnecessary  dupUcation  of  or  delay  In  the 
work  thereof. 

It  is  perfectly  evident  that  Congress  intended  to  confirm  and 
specify  more  clearly  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff  as  laid  down  in 
the  organic  act.  It  must  be  assumed  to  have  been  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress to  increase  the  effectiveness  of  the  General  Staff  and  not  to 
curtail  or  destroy  it  as  a  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing 
portion  of  Army  machinery,  otherwise  there  would  be  no  apparent 
reason  for  repeating  the  use  of  those  words.  I  maintain  that  there 
is  nothing  in  section  5  which  declares  that  the  duties  of  the  General 
Staff  muSi  be  general  in  character  as  referred  to  in  subparagraph  3, 
paragraph  2,  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  letter.  That  section 
states  clearly  that  the  duties  of  the  members  of  the  General  Staff 
should  be  confined  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  duties  of  the  general 
nature  of  those  specified  lor  them  in  this  section  of  the  organic  act. 
Some  of  the  duties  laid  down  in  this  section  5  are  anything  but  gen- 
eral, and  yet  much  of  the  argument  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
is  based  upon  the  assumption  that  all  the  duties  of  the  General  Staff 
must  be  general.  After  enumerating  certain  definite  and  specific 
duties,  the  statute  furUier  prescribes  "  and  to  perform  such  other 
military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  bv  law  as  may  be  from  time 
to  time  prescribed  by  the  President."  That  is,  whenever  additional 
duties  are  assigned  they  must  be  such  as  not  specifically  assigned  by 
law  to  some  bureau.  There  is  no  mention  in  the  statute  of  duties  pre- 
scribed by  custom  and  regulations.  One  of  the  purposes  for  which 
the  General  Staff  was  created  was  to  initiate  new  customs  and  new 
methods  for  those  which  had  grown  up  with  such  disastrous  effect 
among  the  bureaus.  The  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  is  the  agent  empowered  to  issue  regulations  when 
such  are  considered  necessary.    Again,  he  concludes : 

They  must  not  be  such  as  would,  if  performed  by  the  General  Staff,  involve 
impairment  of  responsibility  or  initiative  of  such  bureaus  or  officers  or  cause 
injurious  or  unnecessary  duplication  or  delay  in  the  work  Itself. 

With  reference  to  the  foregoing,  the  law  prescribes  that  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  shall  be  confiaed  strictly  to  the  discharge  of  duties  of  the 
general  nature  of  those  prescribed.  It  is  not  reasonable  to  assume 
that  Congress  would  prescribe  definite  duties  for  members  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  and  in  the  same  statute  enact  a  provision  which 
would  prevent  their  performance. 
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15.  It  is  a  pure  fiction  of  the  imagination  to  state  that  in  the  mili- 
tary meaning  of  the  words  supervision  and  coordination  do  not  con- 
vey the  idea  of  action,  action  upon  competent  authority,  that  au- 
thority resting  in  the  individual  hmiself  by  virtue  of  his  position  and 
commission  or  entrusted  to  him  as  the  representative  of  nis  military 
superior.  To  assume  that  an  officer  who  is  directed  to  supervise  and 
coordinate  the  movement  of  a  number  of  bodies  of  troops  is  not 
vested  with  authority  to  issue  instructions  in  the  name  of  his  superior 
indicates  an  absolute  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  use  of  these  terms  in 
a  military  sense  or  in  the  conduct  of  affairs  within  the  military  estab- 
lishment. To  assume  that  the  words  "  supervise  "  and  "coordinate  " 
do  not  carry  in  the  military  service  the  idea  of  some  exercise  of  au- 
thority eitlier  original  or  delegated  is  unsound,  or  that  these  func- 
tions together  with  that  of  informing  can  be  intelligently  exercised 
without  knowledge  of  what  is  being  done  is  equally  unsound.  It  can 
be  said  to  be  axiomatic  in  the  Miliary  Establishment  that  the  officer 
charged  with  supervisory  and  coordinating  powers  exercises  certain 
authority.  This  authority  is  only  exercised  in  the  War  Department 
by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  always  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
In  theory  of  law  and  in  fact,  the  act  is  the  act  of  the  Secretaiy  of 
War.  The  supervision  which  the  Chief  of  Staff  exercises  is  for  him, 
and  the  authority  is  his. 

16.  Congress  has  especially  continued  in  effect  the  provisions  of 
the  organic  act  and,  in  fact,  it  is  clearly  evident  that  Congress  in- 
tended by  the  organic. act  and  the  present  act  to  provide  a  real 
General  Staff  with  actual  supervising,  coordinating,  and  inform- 
ing powers  over  the  bureaus  of  the  War  Department,  as  well  as  over 
the  other  branches  of  the  military  service.  The  argument  which 
led  to  the  establishment  of  the  General  Staff  was  based  upon  the  lack 
of  harmony  and  coordination  between  the  different  bureaus  and 
upon  a  recognition  of  the  necessity  of  such  coordination,  but  of 
having  it  effected  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
through  a  technically  trained  officer  of  appropriate  rank,  with  suf- 
ficient knowledge  to  make  intelligent  supervision,  coordination,  and 
informing  possible.  It  was  to  give  to  the  President  an  instrumen- 
tality through  which  he,  through  his  representative,  the  Secretary  of 
War,  should  effectively  and  intelligently  exercise  command  of  the 
Army  and  maintain  it  in  a  condition  of  efficiency.  It  was  founded 
also  upon  a  recognition  of  the  fact  that  efficiency  was  impossible 
without  such  a  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informiug  body. 

17.  Perhaps  the  most  far-fetched  and  illogical  conclusion  in  this 
series  of  conclusions  is  that  which  states  the  purpose  of  the  sec- 
tion was  to  "  reestablish  the  relation  of  the  several  bureau  chiefs 
as  special  aids  and  advisers  to  the  Secretary  of  War."  On  the 
contrarj'  the  section  specifically  and  repeatedly  refers  to  the  sivper- 
vising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers  conferred  on  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  by  the  organic  act  and  distinctly  confirms  them.  Again 
in  the  opinion  reference  is  made  to  the  "organic  system  of  the 
bureaus.  This  system,  sacred  as  it  is,  remains  subject  to  the 
changes  made  by  the  national  defense  act  as  any  other  "  law  incon- 
sistent with  this  act."  If  it  had  been  intended  to  reestablish  the  in- 
dependent functions  of  the  staff  bureaus  free  from  the  supervising, 
coordinating,  and  informing  powers  of  the  General  Staff,  Congress 
certainly  would  have  stated  so  in  clear  and  unmistakable  language. 
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18.  Duties  of  the  General  Staff  under  act  of  1903:  In  order  to 
determine  to  what  extent  the  recent  legislation  has  affected  the 
original  act,  it  will  be  well  to  look  back  to  the  reasons  which 
prompted  the  legislation,  and,  in  the  opinion  of  those  responsible, 
the  object  that  was  meant  to  be  accomplished  by  it. 

19.  The  original  act  prescribes  duties  as  follows : 

Sec.  2.  That  the  duties  of  the  General  Stafif  Corps  shall  be  to  prepare  plans 
for  the  national  defense  and  for  the  mobilization  of  the  military  forces  In 
time  of  war;  to  investigate  and  report  upon  all  questions  affecting  the  ef- 
ficiency of  the  Army  and  its  state  of  preparation  for  military  operations; 
to  render  professional  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to 
general  officers  and  other  superior  commanders,  and  to  act  as  their  agents 
in  informing  and  coordinating  the  action  of  all  the  different  officers  who  are 
subject  under  the  terms  of  this  act  to  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff; 
and  to  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as 
may  be  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  President. 

Sec.  4.  That  the  Chief  of  Staff  .under  the  direction  of  the  President  or 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall 
have  supervision  of  all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  The  Adjutant  General's,  In- 
spector General's,  Judge  Advocate's,  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Medical, 
Pay,  and  Ordnance  Departments,  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  signal  Corps, 
and  shall  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law 
as  may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  President,    *    *    *. 

20.  The  following  extracts  are  taken  from  the  regulations  issued 
by  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Root,  by  direction  of  the  President,  to 
put  into  effect  the  law  establishing  the  General  Staff  Corps: 

(o)  The  law  establishes  the  General  Staff  Corps  as  a  separate  and  distinct 
staff  organization,  with  supervision  under  superior  authority  over  all  branches 
of  the  military  service,  line  and  staff,  except  such  as  are  exempted  therefrom 
by  law  or  regulations,  with  a  view  to  their  coordination  and  harmonious 
cooperation  in  the  execution  of  author izini  military  policies. 

(6)  Under  the  act  of  February  14,  1903,  the  command  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  rests  with  the  constitutional  Commander  in  Chief,  the  Presi- 
dent   ♦    ♦    ♦ 

(o)  The  President's  command  is  exercised  through  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Chief  of  Staff.    •    ♦    ♦ 

(d)  The  Chief  of  Staff  reports  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  acts  as  his  military 
adviser,  receives  from  him  the  directions  and  orders  given  in  behalf  of  the 
President,  and  gives  effect  thereto  in  manner  hereinafter  provided.     •     •     ♦ 

(e)  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  supervising,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Se<!retary  of  War,  all  troops  of  the  line,  The  Adjutant  Gen- 
eraPs,  Inspector  General's,  Judge  Advocate  GeneraVs,  Quartermaster,  Sub- 
sistence, Medical,  Pay,  and  Ordnance  Departments,  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  and 
the  Signal  Corps.     ♦     ♦     ♦ 

if)  The  supervisory  power  vested  by  statute  in  the  Chief  of  Staff  covers 
primarily  duties  pertaining  to  the  command,  discipline,  training,  and  recruit- 
ment of  the  Army,  miUtary  operations,  distribution  of  troops,  inspections,  arma- 
ment, fortifications,  miUtary  education  and  instruction,  and  Idndred  matters, 
but  includes  also,  in  an  advisory  capacity,  such  duties  connected  with  fiscal 
administration  and  supply  as  are  committed  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of 
War.    ♦     ♦     ♦ 

He  makes  and  causes  to  be  made  Inspections  to  determine  defects  which  may 
exist  In  any  matter  affecting  the  eflJclency  of  the  Army  and  Its  state  of  prepara- 
tion for  war.  He  Iteeps  the  Secretary  of  War  constantly  Informed  of  defects 
discovered  and  under  his  direction  Issues  the  necessary  instructions  for  their 
correction.     ♦    ♦     ♦ 

(g)  In  the  performance  of  the  dulies  hereinbefore  enumerated  and  in  repre- 
sentation of  superior  authority,  the  Chief  of  Staff  calls  for  Information,  makes 
Investigations,  Issues  Instructions,  and  exercises  aJl  other  functions  necessary 
to  proper  harmony  and  efficiency  of  action  upon  the  part  of  those  placed  under 
his  supervision. 
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21.  In  his  report  for  the  year  1903  the  Secretary  of  War,  referring 
to  the  act  creating  the  General  Staff,  says: 

It  will  be  remembered  that  our  old  plan  of  Army  administration  was  that 
there  should  be  a  general  commanding  the  Army  in  peace  as  well  as  in  war, 
responsible  for  the  eflftciency,  discipline,  and  conduct  of  the  troops,  but  having 
no  control  over  finances  or  the  departments  of  supply  and  transportation ;  and 
that  there  should  be  a  Secretary  of  War  controlling  the  finances  and  money- 
spending  bureaus,  but  not  commanding  the  Army  or  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  .purely  military  affairs ;  and  it  will  be  remembered  that  the  result  of  at- 
tempting to  work  upon  that  theory  of  dual  and  separate  responsibility  was 
almost  constant  discord  and  a  consequent  reduction  of  efficiency.    ♦    •    ♦ 

The  act  abolished  the  separate  office  of  general  commanding  the  Army,  pro- 
vided for  a  military  Chief  of  Staff  to  the  President,  who,  acting  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  or  of  the  Secretary  of  War  representing  him,  should 
have  supervision  not  only  of  all  troops  of  the  line  but  of  the  special  staff  and 
supply  departments  which  had  theretofore  reported  directly  to  the  Secretary  of 
War ;  and  it  created  for  the  assistance  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  a  corps  of  44  offi- 
cers, who  were  relieved  from  all  other  duties. 

22.  It  is  believed  that  the  above  quotations  and  extracts  are  suffi- 
cient to  show  the  evils  which  the  law  was  meant  to  correct,  the  pur- 

Eose  of  the  General  Staff  and  the  scope  of  their  duties,  as  denned 
y  that  Secretary  of  War  who  more  than  any  other  one  person  was 
responsible  for  tne  creation  of  the  General  Staff  Corps.  It  remains 
to  determine  what  effect  the  recent  legislation  has  had  in  modifying 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  members  of  this  corps. 

23.  With  reference  to  the  transfer  of  the  business  of  the  mobile 
Army  division  and  Coast  Artillery  division,  it  is  provided  that  "  the 
business  heretofore  transacted  in  said  divisions,  except  such  as  comes 
clearly  within  the  general  powers  specified  in  and  conferred  upon 
members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  organic  act  of  Congress 
approved  February  14^  1903,  etc.,^'  and  later,  "and  subject  to  the 
exercise  of  the  supervising,  coordinating,  and  informing  powers  con- 
ferred upon  members  of  tne  General  Staff  Corps  by  the  act  of  Con- 
gress last  hereinbefore  cited  the  business  transferred  by  this  proviso 
to  certain  bureaus  or  offices  shall  hereafter  be  transacted  exclusively 
by  or  under  the  direction  of  the  respective  heads  thereof." 

24.  It  will  be  seen  that  only  a  part  of  the  duties  prescribed  in  the 
old  law  have  been  specifically  mentioned  in  the  recent  act.  But  all 
those  duties  originally  prescribed  have  been  continued  in  force  by 
the  language  of  section  5  of  the  national  defense  act,  "  That  members 
of  the  General  Staff  Corps  shall  be  confined  strictly  to  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  the  general  nature  of  those  specified  for  them  in  this 
section  and  in  the  organic  act  of  Congress  last  hereinbefore  cited,  and 
they  shall  not  be  permitted  to  assume  or  engage  in  work  of  an  admin- 
istrative nature  that  pertains  to  established  bureaus  or  offices  of  the 
War  Department,  or  that,  being  assumed  or  being  engaged  in  by 
members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  would  involve  impairment  of  the 
responsibility  or  initiative  of  such  bureaus  or  offices,  or  would  cause 
injurious  or  imnecessary  duplication  of  or  delay  in  the  work  thereof." 
The  recent  act  prescribes  certain  new  duties,  one  of  which  is  "  in  in- 
vestigating and  reporting  upon  the  efficiency  and  state  of  prepared- 
ness of  the  military  forces  for  service  in  peace  or  war."  The  term 
"military  forces"  includes  the  administrative  departments  or  bu- 
reaus (sees.  1  and  2),  and  the  recent  law  makes  it  a  duty  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  to  investigate  and  report  upon  their  efficiency 
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and  state  of  preparedness  for  service  in  peace  or  war,  to  the  same 
extent  as  for  other  forces. 

25.  Referring  to  paragraph  23  above,  it  will  be  well  to  note  the 
language  of  the  statute  in  referring  to  the  original  act.  The  expres- 
sions "  general  powers  specified  in  and  conferred  upon  members  of 
the  General  Staff  Corps"  and  "supervising,  coordinating,  and  in- 
forming powers  conferred  upon  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  " 
are  used.  These  terms  are  stronger  than  those  used  in  the  original 
act,  where  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  are  charged  with  the 
duty  of  supervising  and  coordinating.  Power,  as  defined  by  Webster, 
in  the  sense  used,  means  "  exercise  of  any  kind  of  control ;  influence; 
command." 

26.  The  effect  of  the  provision  quoted  in  paragraph  25  above  is  to 
confine  the  work  of  members  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  to  the  duties 
prescribed  in  the  original  act  (1903)  and  the  present  one;  and  to  pro 
hibit  them  doing  work  of  certain  kinds  which  are  specified.  It  is 
provided  that  they  must  not  engage  in  work  of  an  administrative 
nature  that  pertains  to  the  bureaus.  That  is,  the  administrative  work 
of  each  bureau  must  be  done  by  its  own  force.  There  is  nothing  in 
this,  however,  which  prohibits  such  study  of  methods  of  the  various 
departnients  by  the  General  Staff  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to 
submit  intelligent  re^'ommendations  lookmg  to  proper  coordination 
and  to  prevent  the  duplication  of  work  in  the  departments;  in  fact, 
this  is  one  class  of  work  which  the  General  Staff  constantly  has  to 
perform,  namely,  to  study  the  methods  of  procedure  of  the  various 
bureaus  in  order  that  there  may  be  some  coordinating  and  harmoniz- 
ing of  the  sources  of  supply,  maintenance,  and  upkeep  of  the  Army. 

27.  On  page  4  (opinion  of  Judge  Advocate  General),  paragraph  2, 
with  reference  to  the  aid  and  assistance  to  be  given  the  Secretary  of 
War,  general  officers,  and  other  superior  commanders  by  the  General 
Staff,  and  with  reference  to  the  performance  of  such  other  military 
duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as  may  be  from  time  to  time 
prescribed  by  the  President,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  are  wholly  unsound,  that 
they  are  contrary  to  the  clear  intent  of  Congress,  and  that  they  placfe 
a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  War  as  representing 
the  President  which  is  wholly  unwarranted  by  the  law  as  it  now 
stands.  The  duties  prescribed  in  the  first  paragraph  quoted  are 
definite  and  specific,  and  their  performance  exacted  without  an\ 
conditions.  To  accept  the  conclusions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral will  be  to  place  dangerous  limitations  upon  the  constitutional 
authority  of  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  to 
use  whatever  officers  he  may  see  fit  to  perform  specific  duties  con- 
nected with  the  Military  Establishment.  There  is  also  a  confusion  of 
terms.  To  advise  and  recommend  changes  in  administrative  methods 
is  not  to  do  work  of  an  administrative  character.  The  second  para- 
graph amplifies  the  field  of  activities  of  the  General  Staff. 

28.  Again,  the  Judge  Advocate  General  states: 

And  to  ndopt  the  view  announced  by  the  War  Ck)llege  Division  would  be  to 
permit  the  General  Staff  to  control  bureau  administration  of  every  character. 

It  should  be  remembered  in  considering  this  exercise  of  authority 
by  the  Chief  of  Staff  that  his  orders  are  all  given  in  the  name  of  and 
by  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War.    His  supervision  is  under  the 
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direction  of  the  President  or  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  he  acts 
as  their  representative  in  carrying  out  the  purpose  for  which  his 
office  was  created, 

29.  The  general  conclusion  reached  by  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral as  to  tne  supervising  power  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  would  be  to 
place  him  in  an  area  of  al)solute  uncertainty  with  ill-defined  duties 
and  authority.  It,  would,  if  accepted,  defeat  the  very  purpose  of  the 
creation  of  his  office. 

30.  The  general  result  of  the  creation  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  and 
Greneral  Staff  Corps  has  been  greatly  to  improve  the  efficiency  of  the 
Army.  The  attached  memorandum  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  shows  that 
there  are  very  few  points  where  bureau  heads  claim  that  their  func- 
tions have  been  infringed  upon.  The  objection  has  been  raised  from 
time  to  time  bv  different  bureau  chiefs  concerning  the  coordinating 
functions  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  For  example,  objection  has  be^n 
raised  to  certain  questions  relating  to  fortifications  or  ordnance  be- 
ing submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery.  This  was  done  in 
order  that  before  the  plans  for  fortifications  were  definitely  adopted 
and  the  fortifications  built,  the  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  e}q)ress  his  opinion  as  to  the  suitability  of  the 
plans  from  the  standpoint  of  the  artilleryman;  also  that  it  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  as  to  their  suitability  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  bureau  charged  with  the  installation  of  the  ordnance. 
Again,  differences  have  arisen  between  the  Field  Artillery  and  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance  as  to  gun  caissons  of  the  field  artillery,  the  Chief 
of  Ordnance  claiming  that  only  a  certain  amount  of  ammunition 
should  be  carried  in  the  caisson,  the  Field  Artillery  representatives 
that  a  large  amount  should  be  carried.  The  question  was  largely  a 
tactical  one ;  the  diverse  views  had  to  be  coordinated,  and  a  decision 
reached.  Questions  as  to  the  site  of  a  post  are  not  for  the  Quarter- 
master General  to  decide,  but  are  questions  which  involve  the  consid- 
eration of  the  General  Staff;  they  have  to  do  directly  with  the  mili- 
tary policy  of  the  country.  In  many  instances  the  opinion  of  the 
Surgeon  General  as  to  the  sanitary  aavisability  of  construction  at  a 
certain  point  would  be  eminently  proper.  The  Army  shoe  is  pro- 
vided by  the  Quartermaster  General ;  the  same  is  true  of  the  uniform ; 
yet  in  both  instances  they  have  to  be  passed  upon  by  various  other 
authorities.  A  section  of  the  General  Staff,  representing  the  arm 
concerned,  the  Surgeon  General's  Office,  in  the  case  of  shoes,  as  to  the 
suitability  of  the  ^oe  from  orthopedic  standpoint,  also  the  suitabil- 
ity of  clothing  from  the  standpoint  of  climatic  effect;  again,  the  line 
of  the  Army  should  have  a  voice  in  both  matters;  the  question  of 
tentage,  which  involves  various  matters,  ventilation,  size  of  the  tent, 
etc.  The  detail  of  officers  to  various  duties  may  be  regarded  by  bu- 
reau chiefs  as  a  routine  matter ;  it  is  far  from  routine ;  it  is  one  of  the 
most  important  matters  affecting  the  Army,  and  to  permit  The  Ad- 
jutant General  or  any  other  officer  arbitrarily  to  detail  officers  for 
duty  in  this  or  other  departments  upon  the  request  or  recommenda- 
tion of  heads  of  bureaus  alone  would  be  to  disregard  the  very  vital 
interests  of  the  Army.  For  this  reason  the  detail  of  officers  should  be 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Many  questions 
have  to  be  decided ;  tne  suitability  of  the  officer,  his  services  with  the 
troops,  whether  he  is  needed  for  further  service  with  troops,  whether 
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it  is  desired  to  detail  him  to  another  department,  whether  he  is  pos- 
sessed of  special  qualifications,  whether  he  is  possessed  of  certain 
qualifications  for  special  details — all  these  things  should  be  consid- 
ered and  considered  carefullj,  and  can  not  be  done  properly  by  any 
single  department.  Oftentmie  questions  are  involved  concerning 
which  there  is  little  or  nothing  on  the  officer's  record.  The  selection 
of  a  man  for  a  college  may  be  considered  a  routine  matter:  it  is  in  no 
sense  routine.  A  man's  qualifications  have  to  be  considered  from 
many  standpoints.  There  is  little  routine  business  in  the  Army  with 
which  the  General  Staff  has  ever  had  any  intimate  association. 
Eoutine  business,  in  the  military  use  of  the  word,  is  of  a  relatively 
simple  character.  Questions  may  arise  as  to  what  is  routine  or  what 
is  not.  These  are  bridges  which  must  be  crossed  when  we  come  to 
them,  and  a  decision  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War  in  each  case.  Co- 
ordination results  from  supervision,  and  the  latter,  if  it  is  to  be  intel- 
ligently exercised,  must  be  founded  upon  knowledge  of  conditions  ex- 
isting m  the  elements  to  be  coordinated.  One  who  is  not  familiar 
with  the  various  and  complex  questions  constantly  arising  in  military 
administration  can  not  appreciate  how  ^eat  and  how  ever  constant 
is  the  need  of  coordination,  at  least  imtil  policy  is  established,  con- 
cerning certain  lines  of  procedure.  Many  questions  arise  involving 
staff  corps  and  departments,  and  unless  coordinated,  result  in  con- 
fusion and  failure  to  attain  the  results  aimed  at.  As  a  further  illus- 
tration, recruiting  furnishes  a  good  example.  For  instance,  recruit- 
ing is  under  the  immediate  charge  of  The  Adjutant  Greneral,  but 
other  bureaus  are  concerned  with  the  qualifications  of  the  recruit; 
the  Medical  Department  recommends  certain  physical  standards; 
the  General  Stan  considers  the  amount  and  type  of  instruction  which 
shall  be  given  before  thev  are  sent  to  the  colors;  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
as  the  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  coordinates  these 
opinions  and  presents  to  the  Secretary  of  War  his  approval  of  such 
recommendations  as  seem  advisable  from  the  military  standpoint. 
The  final  approval  is  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  The 
question  of  tne  lengtti  of  time  which  recruits  are  to  be  maintained 
at  the  depot,  how  they  are  to  be  distributed,  etc.,  is  one  which  affects 
military  training  and  efficiency  and  comes  properly  before  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  as  a  matter  for  study  and  consideration.  Its  views  may 
differ  from  that  of  The  Adjutant  General.  Some  one  must  coordi- 
nate them.  Obviously  this  coordination  must  be  done  by  one  familiar 
with  the  Military  Establishment,  its  needs  and  purpose.  The  Chief 
of  Staff  is  the  person  authorized  by  law  to  coordinate,  but  the  act 
which  puts  this  coordination  into  effect  is  the  act  of  the  Secretary  of 
War.  He  is  entirely  at  liberty  to  approve  or  disapprove  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

31.  An  attempt  has  been  made  apparently  to  create  the  impression 
that  subordinate  officers  of  the  General  Staff  have  turned  down  bu- 
reau chiefs'  recommendations.  There  is  absolutely  no  truth  in  this 
statement  any  more  than  there  would  be  truth  in  the  statement  that 
The  Adjutant  General  or  an  A.  D.  C,  authenticating  an  order  or 
decision  of  his  commanding  general,  has  turned  down  or  disapproved 
the  recommendation  of  some  officer  or  group  of  officers.  Whatever 
he  has  done  is  done  in  the  name  and  by  authority  of  his  superior. 
The  vast  majority  of  the  recommendations  of  bureau  chiefs  are  pre- 
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pared  by  subordinate  oflScers  in  their  department.  The  chief  signs 
it  and  the  recommendation  is  his,  or  it  may  be  signed  by  the  subordi- 
nate "  by  direction,"  and  is  still  the  chiers  action. 

32.  The  conclusion  as  set  forth  on  page  3  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
Greneral's  letter  limiting  and  defining  the  fimctions  of  the  General 
Staff  is  not  warranted  either  by  the  language  of  the  law  as  written 
or  read  in  connection  with  the  original  law.  There  is  a  constant 
effort  to  inject  into  this  argument  the  assumption  that  the  General 
Staff  has  been  doing  administrative  work,  and  a  failure  to  set  forth 
what  has  really  taken  place,  viz,  that  the  General  Staff  has  not  done 
administrative  work,  that  it  has  studied  administrative  questions  and 
recommended  changes  in  administrative  procedure,  that  these 
changes  were  not  made  by  the  General  Staff,  but  were  made  by  order 
and  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  whenever  such  recommenda- 
tions have  been  approved.  The  General  Staff  could  not  perform  its 
proper  functions  unless  it  studied  administrative  methods.  How 
could  it  study  the  organization,  supply,  and  equipment  of  the  mili- 
tary forces^  make  plans  for  meeting  a  possible  emergency  of  war, 
and  work  out  plans  for  mobilization  unless  it  studied,  and  studied 
carefully,  the  administrative  methods  of  the  various  departments? 
And  it  would  fail  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not  recommend  such  changes  as 
conditions  indicated.  It  is  useless  to  attempt  to  cover  up  basic  prin- 
ciples by  clever  handling  of  phraseology.  This  argument  all  through 
conveys  the  impression  that  something  has  been  done  which  has  not 
been  done.  Of  what  use  would  it  be  for  the  General  Staff  to  study 
military  problems  unless  it  studied  the  machinery  for  meeting  them 
and,  finding  this  machinery  defective,  submitted  recommendations 
looking  to  its  correction  or  improvement?  How  can  it  investigate 
and  report  upon  efficiency  and  state  of  preparedness  unless  it  is 
thoroughly  familiar  with  administrative  methods? 

33.  The  Judge  Advocate  General's  opinion,  if  accepted  literally, 
would  prevent  the  Secretary  of  War  from  aslang  the  opinion  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  or  the  General  Staff  concerning  many  of  the  tech- 
nical details  of  vital  importance  to  the  Army  simply  because  they 
were  handled  in  a  general  way  in  a  certain  department.  The  Chief 
of  Ordnance  would  prescribe  without  limit  the  type  of  rifle  to  be  used 
by  the  Infantry,  the  number  and  type  of  guns  to  be  provided  for  the 
Field  Artillery,  yet  his  bureau  is  purely  a  manufacturing  bureau  and 
in  no  way  concerned  with  the  tactical  questions  involved^  which  must 
be  determined  solely  by  the  line  of  the  Army. 

34.  On  page  7  I  think  the  conclusions  reached  are  thoroughly  un- 
sound. The  very  purpose  of  the  creation  of  the  General  Staff  and 
the  office  of  Chief  of  staff  was  to  coordinate  and  subordinate  to  the 
interests  of  the  line  of  the  Army  the  views  and  policies  of  the  several 
bureau  chiefs.  In  regard  to  the  statement  to  tne  effect  that  "  in  the 
latter  days  of  the  General  Staff  control  chiefs  of  bureau  have  had 
their  jurisdiction  unlawfully  restricted  and  partially  absorbed  by 
agencies  having  no  warrant  of  law  for  their  action  "  it  is  suggested 
that  the  Judge  Advocate  General  be  called  upon  to  state  specifically 
any  such  instances.  I  know  of  no  such  instances.  Further,  "both 
candor  and  intellectual  integrity  reauire  me  to  say  that  I  can  see 
nothing  helpful  to  be  achieved  by  subjecting  the  action  of  a  bureau 
chief  within  the  sphere  of  his  special  jurisdiction  to  the  review  of 
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another  officer  of  the  Army  whose  position  alone  upon  the  Greneral 
Staff  is  that  which  serves  to  endow  nim  with  a  special  knowledge  of 
the  subject  which  Congress  has  exclusively  intrusted  to  bureau  chiefs, 
and  success  can  hardly  be  expected  from  such  incongruity."  This  is 
not  only  absolutely  unsound,  but  is  contrary  to  fact.  It  misrepre- 
sents the  situation  "wholly.  An  officer  of  artillery,  coast  or  field,  does 
possess  such  knowledge,  not  because  he  is  a  member  of  the  Greneral 
Staff,  but  because  of  his  training  as  an  officer  of  the  Artillery  arm. 
The  same  is  true  with  reference  to  officers  of  other  arms  and  branches 
of  the  service  who  may  be  members  of  the  General  Staff.  These 
officers  also  have  a  jjractical  knowledge  which  comes  from  service 
with  troops,  and  it  is  the  combination  of  this  special  knowledge 
thereon,  combined  with  their  practical  experience  with  troops,  which 
makes  their  opinion  invaluable  and  which  renders  them  endowed 
with  a  special  knowledge,  a  knowledge  derived  from  practical  ex- 
perience with  troops  in  the  field,  a  knowledge  which  is  generally 
lacking  in  the  bureau  chief. 

35.  The  Judge  Advocate  Gteneral  knows  that  the  subordinate  offi- 
cers on  the  General  Staff  only  recommend,  that  the  Chief  of  Staff 
only  recommends,  and  that  the  action  is  taken  by  the  Secretary  of 
War.  He  knows,  moreover,  verjr  fuDy  that  every  bureau  chief  has 
always  had  the  fullest  opportunity  to  present  and  make  good  any 
claim  or  injustice  or  any  improper  interference.  His  statement  is, 
in  effect,  a  demand  for  absolute  independence  on  the  part  of  each  and 
every  bureau  chief  in  aU  matters  ordinarily  handled  by  the  bureau, 
whereas  every  well-informed  officer  of  the  Army  knows  that  the 
function  of  a  bureau  is  the  supply,  equipment,  and  efficiency  of  the 
line,  and  that  almost  all  the  functions  of  every  bureau  are  inter- 
woven or  touch  somewhere  upon  the  functions  of  another  bureau, 
that  they  all  bear  directly  on  the  line  of  the  Army,  that  the  Chief  of 
Staff  represents  the  line  to  an  extent  which  no  bureau  represents  it, 
that  the  officers  of  the  General  Staff  are  recently  from  the  line,  and 
ordinary  administrative  intelligence  indicates  clearly  that  these  offi- 
cers from  the  various  arms  should  be  heard,  at  least  to  the  extent  of 
submitting  an  opinion  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  for  the  Secretary  of  War 
upon  matters  relating  directly  to  the  troops  of  their  arms,  as  they  are 
far  more  familiar  with  the  needs  and  requirements  than  any  bureau 
chief  could  possibly  be. 

36,  With  reference  to  paragraph  5,  page  7 : 

Coming  now  to  the  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff:  I  do  not  believe  that  by 
virtue  of  any  authority  he  has,  either  In  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  the 
General  Staff  Corps  or  as  chief  of  said  corps,  he  can  lawfully  exercise  his  power 
so  as  to  stand  between  a  bureau  head  and  the  Secretary  of  War  himself  upon 
matters  assigned  by  law,  regulation,  and  custom  to  the  adminstrative  bureau 
except  by  laying  down  general  rules  of  policy  and  general  rules  designed  to 
coordinate  the  efforts  of  the  various  bureaus,  nor  is  he  ever  justified  in  sub- 
stituting in  such  matters  his  judgment  for  theirs. 

The  bureau  chiefs  always  have  the  right  to  present  any  matter  they 
desire  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  Chief  of  Staff  can  not  stana 
between  the  Secretary  of  War  and  any  bureau  chief.  It  is  incon- 
ceivable that  the  bureau  chiefs  should  ever  be  refused  the  right  to 
present  matters  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Any  attempt  to  convey  the 
idea  that  this  condition  exists  is  misleading.  Both  the  bureau  chief 
and  the  Chief  of  Staff  must  have  been  misinformed  as  to  their  rights. 
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37.  With  reference  to  the  statement  that  the  "Chief  of  Staff  is 
never  justified  in  substituting  his  views  for  the  views  of  the  bureau 
chief."  This  statement  is  so-  extreme  that  it  carries  its  own  refuta- 
tion. T-aken  literally  it  would  seem  to  declare  tliat  the  chiefs  of 
bureaus  are  infallible  and  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  should  never  at- 
tempt any  supervision  or  coordination  which  interferes  with  the 
various  and  diverse  views  of  the  different  bureaus;  in  other  words, 
that  there  is  to  be  no  supervision  or  coordination  over  the  acts,  de- 
cisions, and  policies  of  the  various  bureaus  of  the  War  Department; 
that  the  Chief  of  Staff  never  should  substitute  his  opinion  for  that 
of  any  bureau  chief,  regardless  of  how  much  out  of  line  it  may  be  with 
the  general  policy  which  the  Secretary  of  War  is  striving  to  establish. 
This  is  the  most  extended  claim  for  supreme,  absolute,  untrammeled 
bureaucracy  that  has  ever  been  made  within  my  knowledge.  Further 
on  in  this  paragraph  it  is  stated  that  "  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  but  a 
member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  whose  duties  are  the  duties  of 
that  corps,  except  in  so  far  as  they  may  be  found  to  be  otherwise  bv 
section  4  of  the  original  act,  read  in  the  light  of  the  recent  act,  which 
establishes  for  him  a  special  relation  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Secretary  of  War."    That  section  is  as  follows : 

That  the  Chief  of  Staff,  under  the  direction  of  the  Pn»sldent  or  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  shall  have  supervision  of 
all  troops  of  the  line  and  of  The  Adjutant  General's,  Inspectoi*  General's,  Pay 
and  Ordnance  Departments,  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  the  Signal  Corps,  and 
shall  perform  such  other  military  duties  not  otherwise  assigned  by  law  as 
may  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  President.     ♦     ♦     ♦ 

The  function  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  is  distinct  from  his  functions  as 
a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 

38.  The  abolition  of  the  old  o£Bce  of  commanding  general  was  not 
wholly  for  the  purpose  of  brining  departmental  organization  more 
in  harmony  with  the  constitutional  precepts,  for  the  Secretary  of 
War,  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the  President,  was  himself  the  com- 
mander of  the  Army  in  effect.  There  was  a  further  purpose,  and 
that  was  to  give  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  first,  a 
man  of  profeSvSional  attainments,  rank,  and  standing,  who  at  the  same 
time  had  the  confidence  of  the  administration  in  power.  This  was 
indicated  clearly  by  the  fact  that  the  office  of  Chief  of  Staff  practi- 
cally terminates  with  the  administration  under  which  he  is  appointed. 
It  was  also  to  bring  a  man  fresh  from  the  line  and  in  touch  with  the 
needs  of  the  troops.  Both  these  objects  were  far  more  weighty  than 
that  presented  by  the  Judge  Advocate  General.  The  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  War  has  never  been  questioned,  but  under  the  old 
system  the  senior  officer  might  not  be  an  officer  agreeable  to  the  ad- 
ministration or  perhaps  equipped  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  posi- 
tion. Further  on  the  old  argument  is  advanced  that  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  may  supervise,  but  he  must  not  interfere  or  express  any 
opinion  upon  any  matters  in  which  he  may  differ  from  the  bureau 
chiefs.  The  conclusions  arrived  at  in  this  opinion  are,  as  I  view  them, 
unsound  and  dangerous.  The  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  are  those 
cited  on  the  preceding  page  and  are  embodied  in  the  original  act. 
The  national-defense  act  in  no  way  deals  with  the  duties  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  as  such.  The  duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  acting  as  such  are 
quite  distinct  from  his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  General  Staff  Corps. 
The  adoption  of  the  conclusions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
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would  lead  to  the  establishment  of  conditions  and  methods  at  vari- 
ance with  the  motives  which  led  to  the  establishment  of  the  office  of 
Chief  of  Staff  and  the  creation  of  the  General  Staff  Corps  and  with 
the  intent  of  Congress  in  the  recent  legislation. 

Leonard  Wood^ 
Major  General^  United  States  Army. 


Minutes  op  Meetings  op  Medal  op  Honor  Board  Convened  Pur- 
suant TO  General  Orders,  No.  136,  Paragraph  14,  War  Depart- 
ment, June  16, 1916, 

War  Department,  Medal  of  Honor  Board, 

Washington^  D.  (7.,  Jammry  17^  1917. 
Report  of  a  board  of  officers  convened  by  virtue  of  the  following 
orders : 

[Special  Orders,  No.  186.] 

Wab  Department, 
Washingtw^,  June  10,  1916. 

14.  A  board  to  consist  of  the  following-named  retired  officers,  United  States 
Army,  is  appointed  to  meet  in  this  city  at  the  call  of  the  senior  member  of  the 
board,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  question  of  persons  entitled  to  medals 
of  honr,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  April  27,  1916, 
and  of  section  122,  act  of  Congress  approved  June  3, 1916 :  Lieut.  Gen.  Nelson  A, 
Miles,  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young,  Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  €ten. 
Butler  D.  Price,  and  Brig.  Gen.  James  N.  Allison. 

•  ***•*• 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

A.  L.  MiLLB, 

Brigadier  (General,  General  Staff  Corps,  Acting  Chief  of  Staff. 
Official: 

H.  P.  McCain, 

The  Adjutant  General. 


[Special  Orders,  No.  140.] 

Wab  Department, 
Washington,  June  16,  1916. 
'  *  *  *  *  *  *  • 

40.  Brig.  Gen.  Oswald  H.  Ernst,  United  States  Army,  retired,  is  detailed  as 
a  member  of  the  board  appointed  in  paragraph  14,  Special  Orders,  No.  136, 
June  10,  1916,  War  Department,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  question 
of  persons  entitled  to  medals  of  honor,  vice  Brig.  Gen,  James  N.  Allison,  United 
States  Army,  retired,  hereby  relieved. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  General,  Chief  of  Staff. 
Official : 

H.  P.  McCain, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

The  board  met  June  19,  1916,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  orders. 
Present:  Lieut.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M. 
Young,  Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig,  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price,  and 
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Brig.  Gen.  Oswald  H.  Ernst.    (Brig.  Gen.  Ernst  promoted  to  major 
general  Nov,  2, 1916.) 

June  21,  1916,  Lieut.  Col.  Henry  Jervey,  Corps  of  Engineers,  re- 
ported to  the  president  of  the  board  is  accordance  with  the  following: 

[Special  Orders,  No.  144.] 

Wab  Department, 
Washington,  June  21,  1916, 

•  ••**** 

20.  Lieut.  CJol.  Henry  Jervey,  Corps  of  Engineers,  will  report  in  person  to 
Ldeut.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  United  States  Army,  retired,  president  of  the  board 
of  officers,  appointed  In  paragraph  14,  Special  Orders,  No.  186,  June  10,  1916, 
War  Department,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  question  of  persons  entitled 
to  medals  of  honor,  for  duty  until  further  orders,  (2415730,  A.  G.  O.) 

♦  •♦♦♦♦♦ 
By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

H.  L.  ScoTT, 
Major  General,  Chief  of  Staff, 
Official : 

H.  P.  McCain. 

The  Adjutant  General. 

Col.  Jervey  served  as  recorder  to  the  board  until  August  29,  1916, 
T>.  hen  he  was  relieved  by  Maj.  Oscar  J.  Charles  by  the  following 
order : 

[Special  Orders,  No.  192.] 

Wab  Department, 
Washington,  August  17,  1916. 
******  * 

59.  Capt.  Oscar  J.  Charles,  Twenty-second  Infantry,  will  repair  to  this  city 
and  report  in  person  to  Lieut.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  United  States  Army,  re- 
tired, president  of  the  board  of  officers  appointed  in  para^aph  14,  Special  Or- 
ders, No.  136,  June  10,  1916,  War  Department,  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  question  of  persons  entitled  to  medals  of  honor,  for  duty  until  further 
orders,  vice  Lieut.  Col.  Henry  Jervey,  Corps  of  Engineers,  hereby  relieved. 
The  travel  directed  is  necessary  in  the  military  service.  (2446295,  A,  G.  O.) 
******  * 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War: 

H.  L.  Scott, 
Major  General,  Chief  of  Staff. 
Official : 
H.  P.  McCain, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

Capt.  Charles  was  promoted  to  major,  Twenty-second  Infantry, 
July  1,  1916,  and  detailed  to  the  Quartermaster  Corps  in  pursuance 
of  Special  Orders,  No.  286,  War  Department,  December  7, 1916. 

To  both  these  officers  the  board  feels  greatly  indebted  for  their  un- 
remitting attention  to  the  duties  devolved  upon  them  and  to  their 
unusual  ability  in  classifying  the  cases  and  arranging  for  ready  ref- 
erence and  immediate  consideration,  the  large  amount  of  docu- 
mentary evidence  submitted  to  the  board.  In  preparing  his  briefs, 
the  recorder  was  directed  by  the  board  to  assign  to  each  case  a  num- 
ber, and  to  withhold  the  name  from  the  board  until  after  that  case 
had  been  considered.  Thus  the  action  of  the  board  was  taken  with- 
out knowledge  of  the  identity  of  the  persons  concerned. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


110  GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AlO)  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

The  composition  and  duties  of  the  board  are  set  forth  in  section 
122  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  3,  1916,  as  follows : 

An  Act  for  making  further  and  more  'effectual  provision  for  the  national  defense,  and 

for  other  porposes. 

**♦**♦  • 

Sec.  122.  Ina-estioatio.x  cjoncermng  medals  of  honor. — A  board  to  consist 
of  five  general  officers  on  the  retire<l  list  of  the  Army  sliall  be  convened  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  within  sixty  days  after  the  approval  of  this  act.  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investigating  and  reporting  upon  past  awards  or  issue  of  the  so-called 
congressional  medal  of  honor  by  or  through  the  War  Department;  this  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  what  medals  of  honor,  If  any,  have  been  awarded  or  Issue<I 
for  any  cause  other  than  distinguished  conduct  by  an  officer  or  enlisted  man  in 
action  involving  actual  conflict  with  an  enemy  by  such  officer  or  enlisted  man 
or  by  troops  witli  which  he  was  serving  at  the  time  of  such  action.  And  in  any 
case  in  which  said  board  shall  find  and  report  that  said  medal  was  issued  for 
any  cause  other  than  that  hereinbefore  specified,  the  name  of  the  recipient  of 
the  medal  so  issued  shall  be  stricken  permanently  from  the  official  medal  of 
honor  list.  It  shall  be  a  misdemeanor  for  him  to  wear  or  publicly  display  said 
medal,  and,  if  he  shall  still  be  in  the  Army,  he  shall  be  required  to  return  said 
medal  to  the  War  Department  for  cancellation.  Said  board  shall  have  full  and 
free  access  to  and  use  of  all  records  pertaining  to  the  award  or  issue  of  medals 
of  honor  by  or  through  the  War  Department.  The  actual  and  necessary  ex- 
penses of  said  board  and  its  members  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  appropriations 
available  for  contingent  expenses  of  the  Army  or  the  War  Department. 

From  the  language  of  this  section  it  might  be  inferred  that  the 
cases  to  be  investigated  by  the  board  were  those  of  oflScers  and  en- 
listed men  of  the  Army  only,  but  an  early  examination  of  the 
official  medal  of  honor  list,  disclosed  the  names  of  a  few  civilians, 
scouts,  guides,  and  others,  as  well  as  officers  and  enlisted  men,  to 
whom,  as  far  as  appeared,  the  medal  had  been  duly  awarded  for 
heroic  and  patriotic  service,  but  not  "for  distinguished  conduct  in 
action,  involving  actual  conflict  with  an  enemy,  or  by  troops  with 
which  he  was  serving  at  the  time  of  such  action." 

As  under  a  strict  interpretation  of  the  act  such  medals  would  be 
forfeited,  and  learing  that  this  provision  was  inserted  while  the  bill 
was  in  conference,  and  was  never  debated  in  either  House  of  Con- 
gress, or  in  a  full  regular  committee  of  either  House,  the  board  felt 
that  the  practical  working  of  the  law  had  not  been  understood  by 
Congress,  which  had  unwittingly  committed  an  act  of  injustice^ 
which  if  called  to  their  attention,  would  result  in  a  modification  of  the 
language  of  the  act. 

Accordingly  the  board  addressed  the  following  letter  to  the  hon- 
orable Secretary  of  War,  suggesting  an  amendment  to  the  Army 
appropriation  bill,  then  under  consideration: 

Washington,  July  19,  1916. 
The  Secretaby  of  Wab. 

Sm:  The  board  appointed  by  paragraph  14,  Special  Orders,  No.  186,  War 
Department,  Washington,  June  10,  1916,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
question  of  persons  entitled  to  medals  of  honor  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  Congress  approved  April  27,  1916,  and  of  section  122  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  3,  1916,  desires,  in  the  interest  of  justice  to  those  who  are 
worthily  holding  medals  of  honor,  to  request  attention  to  the  apparent  conflict 
between  the  act  of  June  8,  1916,  and  the  original  laws  of  Congress  authorizing 
medals  of  honor,  viz,  the  Joint  resolution  of  July  12,  1862,  and  section  6  of  the 
sundry  civil  act,  approved  March  8,  1868,  under  the  terms  of  which,  or  in 
accordance  with  the  custom  and  practice  of  the  War  Department  based  thereon^ 
all  lawful  awards  of  medals  of  honor  have  heretofore  been  granted. 

While  some  medals  of  honor  have  been  given  to  officers  and  soldiers  not  in 
accordance  with  the  law,  and  to  civilians  for  heroic  acts,  without  authority  of 
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law,  it  is  assumed  it  is  not  the  intention  of  Congress  to  deprive  anyone  of  this 
distinguished  honor  where  it  has  been  worthily  bestowed  for  most  extraor- 
dinary, hazardous,  and  dangerous  service.  Section  122  of  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  June  3,  1916,  makes  no  mention  of  the  acts  of  1802  and  1863, 
and  would  seem  to  repeal,  or  at  least,  annul  those  acts  that  have  been  on  the 
statute  books  for  more  than  50  years.  The  board  is  informed  that  said  para- 
graph, or  section  122,  was  not  in  either  of  the  Senate  or  House  bills,  but  was 
inserted  for  some  purpose  in  conference.  If  the  provisions  of  section  122  are 
strictly  complied  with,  the  board  is  of  the  opinion  tliat  grave  injustice  would  be 
done  to  a  class  of  public  servants  who  have  rendered  most  conspicuous  acts  of 
heroism  that  would  be  recognized  in  any  army  of  the  world.  It  leaves  the 
board  and  the  honorable  Secretary  of  War  no  discretion,  and  would  be  a  cruel 
act  toward  a  class  that  the  Grovernment  has  manifestly  desired  to  honor.  The 
board,  therefore,  respectfully  requests  that  the  honorable  Secretary  of  War 
will  ask  that  the  Army  appropriation  bill,  now  pending  in  Congress,  be  amende<] 
by  adding  the  following  paragraph,  to  wit : 

"  Section  122  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  3,  1916,  shall  not  apply 
to  persons  who  have  lawfully  received  their  medals  of  honor,  nor  to  anyone 
who  has  rendered  most  extraordinary,  hazardous,  and  dangerous  service  to  the 
Government." 

If  this  paragraph  is  added,  as  the  board  hopes  it  may  be,  the  duties  of  the 
board  will  be  better  defined  and  more  practicable  of  execution. 

A  memorandum  of  facts  and  the  effect  of  the  law  of  June  3,  1916,  is  herewith 
inclosed  for  reference  or  consideration. 
Very  respectfully, 

Nelson  A.  Miles, 
Lieutenant  General  United  States  Army, 

President  of  the  Board. 

The  Secretary  of  War  laid  the  matter  before  the  Military  Com- 
mittees of  Congress  in  a  letter  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

Wab  Depaktmbnt, 
Washington,  July  24, 1916, 
Hon.  Geobge  E.  Chamberlain, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Senator  CHAicnERLAiN:  In  conformity  with  the  provlHlons  of  section  122 
of  the  national  defense  act,  approved  June  3,  1916,  I  appointed  a  board  to  in- 
vestigate and  report  upon  past  awards  of  medals  of  honor  by  the  War  E>epart- 
ment.  The  personnel  of  this  board  is  as  follows:  Lieut.  (Jen.  Nelson  A.  Miles. 
Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young,  MaJ.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler 
D.  Price,  and  Brig.  Gen.  Oswald  H.  Ernst. 

I  am  just  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  board,  signed  by  its  president,  Lieut. 
Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  in  which  the  board  expresses  the  opinion  that  strict  com- 
pliance with  the  provisions  of  section  122  would  do  grave  injustice  to  a  class 
of  public  servants  who  have  rendered  most  conspicuous  acts  of  heroism  such  as 
would  be  recognized  in  any  army  of  the  world,  and  would  be  a  cruel  act  toward 
a  class  that  the  Government  has  manifestly  desired  to  honor.  The  board  respect- 
fully suggest  that  section  122  be  amended  by  the  Insertion  of  a  provision  in  the 
Army  appropriation  bill  now  pending  in  Congress  that  will  better  define  the 
duties  of  the  board  and  render  them  more  practicable  of  execution. 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  action  of  the  board  is  based  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  it  is  not  the  Intention  of  Congress  to  deprive  anyone  of  the  diatin- 
gulshed  honor  associated  with  the  award  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
where  It  has  been  worthily  bestowed  for  most  extraordinary,  hazardous,  and 
dangerous  service. 

I  inclose  a  copy  of  the  board's  letter,  together  with  copy  of  the  memorandum 
which  accompanied  it 
Sincerely,  yours, 

Newton  D.  Bakeb, 
Secretary  of  War. 

A  letter  identical  with  the  foregoing  was  addressed  to  Hon.  James 
Hay,  chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  House  of  Representa- 
tives, 
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Complying  with  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  follow- 
ing amendment  was  offered  in  the  Senate,  July  26,  1916,  to  wit  : 

Section  122  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  8,  1916,  shall  not  apply  to 
liersons  who  have  lawfully  received  their  medals  of  honor,  or  to  anyone  who 
has  rendered  most  extraordinary,  hazardous,  and  dangerous  service  to  the 
Government. 

The  amendment  was  rejected  on  a  point  of  order,  and  the  advanced 
stage  of  the  session  i^ade  it  impracticable  to  secure  any  modification 
of  the  act  at  that  time. 

The  board  begs  leave  to  express  the  hope  that  the  War  Department 
will  defer  action,  in  certain  cases  to  be  specified  hereafter,  imtil  the 
matter  can  receive  the  careful  consideration  of  Congress. 

By  referring  to  the  language  of  section  122,  the  specific  duty  de- 
volving on  the  board  is  "  to  ascertain  what  medals  or  honor,  if  any, 
have  been  awarded  or  issued,  for  any  cause  other  than  distinguished 
conduct  by  an  officer  or  enlisted  man  in  action,  involving  actual  con- 
flict with  an  enemy  by  such  officer  or  enlisted  man  or  by  troops  with 
which  he  was  serving  at  the  time  of  such  action." 

The  records  of  all  persons  on  the  medal  of  honor  list,  numbering 
2,625,  have  been  carefully  examined  by  the  board. 

In  a  large  majority  of  cases  the  medals  have  been  awarded  for  dis- 
tinguished conduct  in  action,  measuring  that  term  by  the  highest 
standard,  and  there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
award. 

In  some  cases  the  papers  are  missing  and  those  on  file  do  not  fur- 
nish evidence,  whidi  or  itself  would  be  satisfactory  to  this  board,  ex- 
cept for  the  corroborative  evidence  contained  in  the  action  of  the 
proper  authorities  at  the  time.  The  evidence  was  satisfactory  to 
them  and  should  not  be  questioned  now,  after  a  lapse  of  so  many 
years,  the  death  of  important  witnesses,  and  of  the  recipients  of  the 
medals,  and  the  loss  of  valuable  papers.  In  some  cases  also  the  term 
"  distinguished  conduct  in  action,"  is  defined  by  the  authorities  mak- 
ing the  award,  as  well  as  by  applicants  for  the  medal,  with  much 
greaiter  liberality  than  is  now  exercised  under  the  regulations  of  the 
War  Department  in  awarding  medals  of  honor.  With  but  few  ex- 
ceptions these  cases  set  forth  the  acts  of  brave  men  imder  trying  cir- 
cumstances. The  rewards  which  these  men  received  were  greater 
than  would  now  be  given  for  the  same  acts,  but  the  acts  were  nighly 
meritorious  nevertheless  and,  in  the  absence  of  adverse  evidence  and 
because  there  has  been  no  high  judicial  interpretation  of  the  medal  of 
honor  laws,  the  board  has  felt  bound  to  measure  the  act  by  the  stand- 
ard established  by  the  authorities  at  the  time  of  the  award,  rather 
than  by  that  now  observed,  thus  avoiding  as  far  as  practicable,  retro- 
active judj^ent  on  the  course  of  the  War  Department  in  a  matter 
lawfully  within  its  discretion,  and  so  closely  affecting  the  honor  of 
so  many  patriotic  citizens  living  and  dead. 

The  board  has  found  but  few  instances  where  the  medal  has  not 
been  awarded  for  distinguished  services  and  these  instances  will  now 
be  presented. 

The  first  is  that  of  555  members  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Begiment 
of  Maine  Volunteer  Inf antrjr. 

At  the  time  of  the  invasion  of  Pennsj^lvania  in  1868  the  Nation 
was  in  peril  and  the  Government  felt  it  necessary  to  secure  the 
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services  of  troops  which  were  not  regularly  at  its  disposal.  As  an 
inducement  to  tne  Organized  Militia  of  Stotes  other  than  Pennsyl- 
vania to  serve  in  that  State,  and  as  an  inducement  to  volunteer  reffi- 
ments,  whose  time  had  expired,  to  remain  in  service  during  me 
emergency,  the  Secretary  of  War  issued  the  following  order: 

[General  Orders,  No.  195.] 

Wab  Dipabtment, 
Abjutant  Gbnebal'b  OmcB, 

Washington,  June  29,  186S. 
The  Adjutant  General  will  provide  an  appropriate  medal  of  honor  for  the 
troops  who,  after  the  expiration  of  their  term,  have  offered  their  services  to 
the  Government  in  the  present  emergency;  and  also  for  the  volunteer  troops 
from  other  States  that  have  volunteered  their  temporary  service  in  the  States 
of  Pennsylvania  and  Maryland. 
By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

B.  D.  Town  SEND, 
Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

It  appears  from  the  records  that  at  this  time  the  Twenty-seventh 
Maine  Volunteer  Infantry  was  serving  in  the  defenses  of  Washing- 
ton ;  that  the  term  of  service  of  the  regiment  expired  June  30,  1863. 
and  that  they  were  appealed  to  by  the  President  and  Secretary  or 
War  to  remain  in  service  until  the  pending  emergency  had  passed. 
The  regiment  numbered  864  officers  and  men,  and  of  these  309,  less 
than  half,  volunteered,  but  the  remainder,  555  in  number,  insisted 
on  their  discharge  and  went  home.  It  was  a  pusillanimous  act 
Nevertheless,  by  some  "  inadvertence  "  medals  of  honer  were  awarded 
them  as  well  as  to  those  who  remained.^  The  medals  issued  to  those 
who  went  home  were  undeserved.  Those  awarded  to  the  309  who 
remained  in  service,  while  not  given  for  "distinguished  conduct 
in  action,"  were  given  bv  the  Secretary  of  War  in  accordance  with 
law  and  in  fulfillment  oi  the  promise  of  the  President. 

The  numbers  assigned  by  the  board  to  the  309  men  of  the  Twenty- 
seventh  Maine  will  be  found  in  a  list  hereto  attached  marked  "A." 

Of  the  large  number  of  persons,  numb^ing  many  thousands,  who 
became  entitled  to  medals  under  General  Order  No.  195  of  1863, 
above  mentioned,  only  a  few  received  medals  in  addition  to  the  mem- 
bers pf  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine.  Thev  are  five  men  of  the  Twenty- 
seventh  New  Jersey,  nmnbered  by  the  ooard  955,  958,  959,  960^  and 
961,  and  one  member  of  the  Twenty-second  New  York  State  Militia, 
numbered  by  the  board  977. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances  attending  the  award  of  these  medals 
the  board  recommends  that  action  by  the  War  Department  be  de- 
ferred, pending  a  possible  reconsideration  of  the  law  by  Congress. 

^The  figures  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Regiment  are  taken  from  History  of  the 
Twenty-seventh  Maine  Volunteer  Infantry,  by  Col.  James  M.  Stone,  Aug.  27,  1895,  the 
Thurston  Print,  Portland,  Me.  Col.  Stone  was  major  of  this  regiment  when  It  was  or- 
ganized, Sept.  10,  1862.  He  gives  a  list  of  those  who  volunteered  to  remain,  numbering 
in  all  812.  In  his  list  appear  the  names :  L.  Nason,  private  Company  B,  George  Hobbs 
and  Justin  Spinney,  volunteer  recruits,  which  are  not  Included  in  the  ofilclal  medal  of 
honor  list  and  received  no  medals.  Deducting  these  three  from  the  812  named  by  him 
there  remain  309  on  the  official  list  who  actually  remained  in  the  defenses  of  Washington 
after  their  term  of  service  had  expired.  These  809  men  were  sent  home  July  4,  1863, 
when  the  result  of  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg  became  known.  The  555  who  refused  to  re- 
main were  sent  home  July  1,  1863.  The  entire  regiment  was  mustered  out  of  service  at 
Portland,  Me.,  July  17.  1868.  On  Jan.  24,  1865,  medals  of  honor,  864  In  number,  were 
Issued  to  all  members  of  the  regiment  who  were  mustered  out  with  It. 


128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 8 


Digitized  by 


Google 


114  GBKEBAL  STAPF  CORPS  AKD  MEDALS  OP  HOKOB. 

The  other  cases  of  medals  awarded  for  causes  other  than  dis- 
tinguished conduct  in  action  by  an  officer  or  enlisted  man  are  the 
following: 

No.  1012.  This  medal  was  awarded  by  the  Secretary  of  War  under 
a  promise  of  the  President  for  carrying  important  dispatches  from 
President  Lincoln  to  Gren.  Grant  while  the  latter  .was  operating  in 
the  Wilderness  in  1864. 

No.  1872.  This  medal  was  awardecj  for  heroic  conduct,  picking 
up  shells  and  extinguishing  burning  fuses,  by  a  member  of  the 
Eighteenth  New  York  Battery.  This  battery  was  in  park  at  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  at  the  time,  October  11,'  1864. 

Nos.  1045  and  1057.  Awarded  for  bringing  off  the  colors  of  the 
Eighth  United  States  Infantry,  concealed  about  their  persons,  when 
quartered  at  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  when  that  military  post  was  sur- 
rendered to  the  Confederates. 

Nos.  903  to  931.  These  men  composed  the  bodyguard  of  the  re- 
mains of  President  Lincoln  en  route  from  Wasnington,  D.  C,  to 
Springfield,  111.,  and  received  their  medals  for  that  service.  The 
detachment  consisted  of  4  officers  and  25  first  sergeants,  specially 
selected  from  the  Veteran  Keserve  Corps  by  General  Order  No.  36 : 

[General  Order  No.  86.1 

Headquarters  Ist  Brigade  V.  R.  C. 

Washinffton,  D.  C,  April  19,  1865. 
Purasant  to  orders  from  Headquarters  Department  of  Washington,  requiring 
that  1  captain,  3  subalterns,  and  25  first  sergeants  he  detailed  as  a  guard  of 
honor  to  escort  the  remains  of  the  late  President  to  their  final  resting  place  in 
Illinois,  and  tliat  the  detail  consist  of  the  best  and  most  reliable  men  in  the  com- 
mand, the  following-named  officers  and  first  sergeants  are  detailed  for  this 
duty,  and  the  commanding  officer,  Capt.  James  McCamly,  will  report  for  in- 
structions to  Brig.  Gen.  E.  D.  Townsend,  A.  A.  O.,  at  the  War  Department  at 
10  o'clock  a.  m.  to-morrow,  the  20th  instant 

******* 

By  conunand  of  Col.  George  W.  Gile : 

H.  M.  Brew.ster, 
Captain  and  A.  A.  A.  Q. 

No.  1006.  This  man  was  a  British  subject,  enlisted  in  a  New  York 
Regiment  of  Engineers.  He  served  faithfully  in  the  field  for  11 
months,  took  fever  and  died.  The  medal  was  awarded  after  the  man's 
death,  at  the  request  of  his  father,  and  was  forwarded  through  the 
American  minister  in  London,  who  earnestly  recommended  the  award. 

No.  996.  This  was  a  contract  surgeon  whose  service  does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  been  distinguished  in  action  or  otherwise. 

No.  975.  This  was  a  quartermaster-storekeeper  who  did  good  serv- 
ice in  extinguishing  a  fire  in  a  Grovemment  storehouse  in  his  charge^ 
though  no  special  heroism  is  recorded. 

The  numbers  2095,  995,  976,  998,  and  999  are  civilians  to  whom 
medals  have  been  awarded  by  the  War  Department.  They  rendered 
distinguished  service  in  action,  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board, 
they  i\x\\j  earned  their  medals.  It  is  hoped  that  a  modification  of 
the  law  will  permit  them  to  retain  them. 

In  concluding  its  report  the  board  invites  attention  to  the  large 
number  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  who  have  served  in  the  Army  of 
the  United  States  from  1861  to  date,  estimated  at  3,200,000,  and  to 
the  small  number  of  medals  of  honor  issued.  It  is  well  known,  how- 
ever, that  there  have  been  many  cases  of  heroic  conduct  deserving  of 
medals  which  have  not  been  so  rewarded.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
board  has  noted  some  cases  which  would  have  been  sufficiently  and 
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more  appropriately  rewarded  by  brevets,  certificates  of  merit,  or 
mention  in  orders. 

In  this  connection  the  board  ventures  to  suggest  that  other  in- 
signia,  in  addition  to  the  medal  of  honor,  be  established  by  Congress 
to  be  awarded  for  distinguished  or  highly  meritorious  services,  not 
only  in  action  but  also  in  other  spheres  of  duty.  Such  rewards  are 
recognized  in  all  armies  and  are  a  great  incentive  to  extraordinary 
effort  and  the  display  of  soldierly  qualities. 

As  the  military  profession  offers  no  reward  to  its  members  except 
for  distinguished  and  meritorious  services,  the*  board  suggests  that 
medals  of  honor  should  not  be  issued  to  civilians  who,  if  occasion 
requires,  should  be  rewarded  in  some  other  way.  Medals  of  honor 
should  be  reserved  as  the  highest  military  decoration  to  be  awarded 
to  officers  and  enlisted  men  only  and  as  now  prescribed  in  the  Army 
Regulations,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  should  be  enacted 
into  law  to  prevent  future  meddling  and  misunderstandings  and  to 
enhance  the  value  of  the  award.  And  once  a  medal  of  honor  or 
other  insignia  has  been  duly  awarded  to  an  officer  or  enlisted  man 
according  to  law,  he  should  not  be  deprived  of  it  except  by  the  judg- 
ment of  a  military  court  for  causes  disgraceful  to  the  military 
service. 

Neuson  a.  Miles, 
Lieutenant  General^  United  States  Army^  President. 

S.  B.  M.  Young. 
Lieutenant  General^  United  States  Army^  Memher. 

J.  P.  Sanger, 
Major  General^  United  States  Army^  Member, 

O.  H.  Ernst, 
Major  Generalj  United  States  Army^  Member. 

Butler  D.  IPricb, 
Brigadier  General^  United  States  Army^  Member. 

O.  J.  Charles, 
Major^  Quarterma>8ter  Corps^  Recorder. 


MEMORANDUM  LIST  OF  INDIVIDUAL8  MENTIONED  IN  PR0CFJa>ING8  OF  BOARD. 

903.  Barry,  John  P.  ©27.  Sedgwick,  Irvln  M. 

904.  Bulock,  Luther  B.  928.  Smith,  Frank  T. 
906.  CaUaghan,  Patrick.  929.  Smith,  John  P. 

906.  Carey,  Frank.  930.  Swlnehart,  Chester. 

907.  Carpenter,  Samuel  T.  931.  Wiseman,  William  H. 

908.  Carr,  Augustus  E.  955.  Mlndil,  George  W. 

909.  ColUns,  James.  968.  Lambert,  William  H. 

910.  Cornwall,  Addison.  959.  Pierson,  S.  D. 

911.  Daly.  William  F.  900.  Leport,  W.  T. 

912.  Durgin,  William  W.  961.  Reed,  Thomas  C. 

913.  Durkee,  Joseph  H.  975.  Hawken,  J.  M. 

914.  Edwards.  John  R.  976.  Cody,  W.  F. 

915.  Forehand,  Lloyd  D.  977.  Gardiner,  Asa  B. 

916.  Goodrich,  George  E.  995.  Dozier. 

917.  Hanna,  John.  996.  Walker,  Dr.  Mary  E. 

918.  Hoppy,  Edward.  998.  Chapman,  Amos. 

919.  Karr,  John.  999.  Dixon,  William. 

920.  I^wis,  Rufus  W.  1006.  Storr,  Robert. 

921.  Marshall,  A.  Judson.  1012.  Lynch,  John  B. 

922.  McCamly,  James  M.  1045.  Hesse,  J.  C. 
928.  Murphy,  Edward.  1057.  Wilson,  J.  K. 

924.  Nelson,  Jacob  F.  1872.  Gilbert,  Thomas. 

925.  Noble,  William  H.  2095.  Woodall,  W.  H. 

926.  Pardun,  James  M. 
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Appendix  A. 

Thrfee  hundred  and  nine  men  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Volunteer  Infantry, 
1,  2,  7,  17,  19,  20,  22,  27,  32,  37,  39,  43,  44,  47,  53,  56,  58,  60,  63,  66,  69,  70,  71,  76,  77: 
79,  87,  91,  92,  93,  95,  96,  97,  98,  102,  103,  106,  108,  111,  112,  113,  116,  124,  125, 129,  132, 
134, 138, 143, 147, 151, 157, 159, 162,  165,  167,  170,  171,  172, 173,  180,  181,  182,  183,  184, 
186,  187,  188, 193, 194, 196,  204,  208,  213,  214,  215,  218,  224,  226,  228,  230,  233,  234,  235, 
237,  240,  244,  246,  249,  250,  252,  256,  264,  265,  270,  272,  276,  277,  284,  286,  289,  292,  293, 
295,  299,  300,  303,  304,  305,  307,  309,  310,  315,  321,  323,  324,  325,  332,  333,  334,  336,  339, 
344,  349,  351,  353,  354,  355,  359,  367,  369,  370,  371,  372,  374,  379,  380,  381,  383,  384,  386, 
387,  394,  402,  409,  410,  414,  418,  4^9,  435,  438,  441,  442,  445,  446,  448,  451,  454,  457,  461, 
462,  467,  469,  470,  471,  474,  475,  476,  478,  479,  481,  483,  496,  498,  507,  509,  616,  517,  518, 
519,  520,  522,  524,  525,  529,  530,  634,  635,  541,  542,  548,  553,  554,  555,  661,  662,  670,  571, 
574,  575,  578,  582,  583,  585,  586,  687,  589,  590,  594,  595,  596,  698,  599,  604,  613,  615,  616, 
619,  620,  621,  628,  630,  631,  632,  633,  634,  636,  641,  643,  646,  664,  656,  657,  660,  661,  662, 
663,  664,  665,  666,  667,  672,  673,  674,  677,  680,  681,  685,  688,  692,  693,  694,  697,  699,  700, 
704,  709,  711,  714,  715,  724,  725,  726,  727,  732,  736,  738,  740,  741,  742,  743,  745,  751,  753, 
758,  759,  761,  764,  766,  767,  769,  773,  776,  779,  783,  784,  785,  786,  788,  793,  794,  795,  796, 
797,  801,  803,  804,  806,  808,  817,  820,  824,  826,  831,  833,  834,  854,  855,  and  858. 


[First  indorsement.] 

Adjutant  General's  Office, 

April  10,  1917. 
To  the  Chief  of  Staff: 

1.  The  recommendations  of  the  board  of  oflScers  appointed  to  con- 
duct an  investigation  concerning  medals  of  honor,  as  authorized  by 
section  122  of  the  national  defense  act  of  June  3, 1916,  have  been  car* 
ried  into  execution,  so  far  as  it  is  possible  for  this  oflSce  to  do  so,  with 
the  exception  of  the  suggestions  set  forth  on  page  —  of  the  accom- 
pany report. 

2.  The  suggestions  made  by  the  board  seem  to  be  in  the  interest  of 
the  military  service,  and  it  will  probably  be  in  the  interest  of  all  con- 
cerned if  some  definite  action  can  be  taken  in  accordance  with  these 
suggestions. 

H.  P.  McCain, 
The  Adjutant  General. 


minutes  of  the  meetings  of  the  medal  of  honor  board. 

June  19, 1916. 

The  board  met  pursuant  to  paragraph  14,  Special  Orders,  No.  136, 
War  Department,  1916,  in  room  456,  War  Department. 

Present:  Lieut.  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles,  president :  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel 
B.  M.  Young,  Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D. 
Price,  Brig.  Gen.  Oswald  H.  Ernst. 

Upon  motion,  duly  made  and  seconded,  it  was  decided  that  all  pro- 
ceedmgs  of  the  board  would  be  absolutely  confidential;  also  that  a 
daily  journal  be  kept  of  the  proceedings  oi  the  board. 

June  29, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.  in  room  456. 

Present :  All  the  members  and  the  recorder. 

The  motion  was  made  by  Gen.  Sanger,  and  passed,  that  as  far  as 
practicable  in  examining  the  records  of  those  who  have  been  awarded 
medals  of  honor  the  name  of  the  person  be  omitted  and  a  number 
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substituted  therefor  for  the  consideration  of  the  board  until  after  a 
vote  has  been  taken. 

Upon  motion  made  by  Gen.  Young,  and  duly  seconded,  the  board 
adjourned  to  meet  again  on  Monday  next  at  11  a.  m.  in  the  Lemon 
Building. 

After  the  above  adjournment  it  was  ascertained  that  at  least  two 
weeks  would  be  required  for  the  recorder  to  secure  records  from  The 
Adjutant  General's  OflSce  and  prepare  cases  in  sufficient  number  to 
submit  to  the  board ;  also  that  the  room  in  the  Lemon  Building  would 
not  be  available.  By  direction  of  the  president  of  the  board  the  next 
meeting  was  therefore  called  for  Monday,  July  17, 1916,  in  room  456, 
War  Department.    (Letter  July  3  to  each  member.) 

July  17,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  the  call  of  the  presi- 
dent, issued  in  letter  dated  July  3,  1916. 

Present:  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young,  Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P. 
Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price,  and  the  recorder. 

The  board  discussed  questions  bearing  on  its  duties  and  the  rela- 
tion and  interpretation  of  the  acts  of  Congress  authorizing  the 
awards  of  medals  of  honor,  and  considered  the  drafting  of  a  letter 
calling  for  an  authoritative  legal  opinion  in  respect  to  these  matters. 

Upon  motion,  duly  made  and  seconded,  the  board  adjourned  at  1 
p.  m.  to  reassemble  at  11  a.  m.  July  18, 1916. 

July  18, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present :  Lieut.  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles,  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young, 
Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price,  and  the 
recorder. 

Gen.  Miles  stated  that  his  absence  from  the  meeting  of  the  board 
on  July  17  was  unavoidable,  giving  the  reasons  therefor. 

A  letter  from  Brig.  Gen.  Oswald  H.  Ernst,  dated  Buena  Vista 
Spring,  Pa.,  July  16, 1916,  relative  to  his  absence  from  the  board  and 
to  the  payment  of  his  expenses,  was  read  and  ordered  to  be  made  a 
part  of  the  record.    (Letter  attached.) 

Gen.  Miles  stated  the  substance  of  interviews  he  had  had  with 
certain  Members  of  Congress,  including  those  with  Mr.  Hay  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain.  The  board  discussed  the  effect  of  the  act  of  June  3, 
1916,  in  repealing  former  laws,  etc. 

A  letter  from  Asa  Bird  Gardner,  dated  Suffern,  Rockland  County, 
N.  Y.,  July  11, 1916,  addressed  to  Gen.  Miles,  relative  to  his  medal  oi 
honor,  was  read  and  ordered  to  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
(Letter  attached.) 

The  board  decided  to  draft  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  on 
the  subject  of  the  conflict  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  award  of  medals 
of  honor. 

Upon  motion  duly  made  and  seconded  the  board  adjourned  at 
12.07  p.  m.  until  11  a.  m.,  July  19,  1916. 

July  19,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present :  Lieut.  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles,  Lieut.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young, 
Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price,  and  tl^ 
recorder. 
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The  board,  after  a  dificussion  of  the  draft,  directed  that  the  letter 
be  sent,  to  the  Secretary  of  War  requesting  attention  to  the  conflict 
between  section  122  of  the  act  of  June  3, 1916,  under  which  the  board 
is  required  to  act,  and  the  earlier  legislation  on  the  subject,  and  re- 
questing an  amendment  to  the  pending  Army  appropriation  bill, 
with  a  view  to  remedying  the  defective  legislation.  This  letter  was 
accompanied  by  a  memorandum  indicating  the  effect  of  the  strict 
application  of  the  new  legislation  contained  in  the  act  of  June  3, 1916. 

After  discussion  of  the  further  duties  of  the  board,  upon  motMm 
duly  made  and  seconded,  the  board,  at  12.25  p.  m.,  decided  to  adjourn 
to  await  the  call  of  the  President,  or  until  a  reply  had  been  received 
from  the  Secretary  of  War. 

July  21, 1916. 

The  board  met,  pursuant  to  the  call  of  the  senior  member,  at  11 
o'clock  a.  m.,  in  room  456,  War  Department, 

Present :  Lieut.  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles,  Lieut.  Gten.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young, 
Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger,  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price,  and  the 
recorder. 

Gen.  Miles  placed  before  the  board  the  question  whether  the 
board  should  at  this  time  take  up  the  consideration  of  any  of  the 
cases  that  had  been  investigated  and  prepared  by  the  recorder.  The 
board  decided  not  to  take  them  up,  and  upon  motion  of  G^n.  Young, 
duly  seconded,  the  board  adjourned  to  await  the  call  of  its  senior 
member,  or  until  a  reply  to  its  letter  of  July  19,  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  had  been  received. 

July  31,  1916. 

The  board  met,  pursuant  to  the  call  of  the  senior  member,  at  11.07 
a.  m.,  in  room  456,  War  Department. 

Present:  All  the  members  and  the  recorder. 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  were  read  and  no  objection  made 
thereto.  The  board's  letter  of  Jiily  19  to  the  Secretary  of  War  was 
read,  together  with  the  letter  based  thereon  addressed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committees  on  Military  Affairs 
of  the  Senate  and  House,  respectively.  A  letter  from  Senator  Weeks, 
dated  July  26,  addressed  to  Gen.  Miles,  bearing  on  this  question  was 
also  read,  followed  by  an  extract  from  the  Congi'essional  Record  of 
July  26.  Copies  of  all  of  these  are  hereto  appended  and  made  part 
of  the  record.  A  memorandum  stating  the  inability  of  the  board  to 
secure  the  desired  amendment  to  the  law  under  which  it  is  acting 
was  read  and,  after  discussion,  was  made  a  part  of  the  record,  hereto 
attached. 

In  view  of  the  above,  and  to  give  ample  time  for  the  members  of 
the  board,  recorder,  and  clerk  to  examine  all  records,  prepare  sta- 
tistics, classify  the  different  cases,  and  possibly  prepare  evidence  to 
be  laid  before*  Congress,  the  board  adjourned  imtil  October  16,  1916. 

October  16,  1916. 

The  Medal  of  Honor  Board  met  in  room  231,  War,  Navy,  and  State 
Department  Building,  at  11.05  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present :  Lieut.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  Maj.  Gen.  Joseph  P.  Sanger, 
and  Brig.  Gen.  Butler  D.  Price. 

Absent:  Maj.  Gen.  Samuel  B.  M.  Young  and  Brig.  Gen.  Oswald 
H.  Ernst. 
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The  board  engaged  in  discussion  of  the  mode  of  procedure,  the 
classification  of  cases,  procurement  of  suitable  room  tor  board  use, 
and  for  research  work  of  the  recorder. 

At  1.05  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  Wednesday  October 
18, 1916. 

October  18,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  ni.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

A  general  discussion  of  the  act  of  April  27,  1916,  and  the  act  of 
June  3,  1916,  was  had. 

A  resolution  was  passed  unanimously  to  get  an  authoritative  deci- 
sion from  the  Secretary  of  War  on  certain  language  of  the  act  of 
June  3,  1916. 

The  following  cases  were  acted  upon:  1804,  Young,  James  M.; 
1009,  Carpenter,  L.  H. ;  1100,  Cosgrove,  Thomas;  1060  to  1067,  Phoe- 
nix and  others. 

The  board,  at  1.10  p.  m.,  adjourned  to  meet  at  10.30  a.  m.  October 
19, 1916. 

October  19,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  10.35  a.  m. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

General  discussion. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1352  and  50  others,  1990  and 
11  others,  1925  and  13  others,  1686  and  others.  2177  and  others,  2185 
and  others,  1950  and  others,  and  2089  and  9  others. 

The  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Infantry  cases  considered, 'as  follows: 
1  to  864. 

M  1.85  p.  ni.  the  board  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  October  20, 
1916. 

October  20, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.20  a.  m. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

Memorandums  read  by  Gens.  Ernst,  Sanger,  and  Miles;  same  to 
be  consolidated. 

Cases  considered:  No&  1  to  864,  1953  and  pthers  (3),  1689  and 
others  (3),  2026  and  others  (2),  1868  and  others  (41),  1017  and 
others  (39^,  1992  and  others  (10),  1118  and  others  (5),  and  1639  and 
others  (17). 

The  board,  at  1.10  p.  m.,  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  Monday, 
October  23,  1916. 

October  23,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  ni.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present  *  A.11  the  members 

Cases  considered:  1429,  865  to  902, 1652, 1619, 1991, 1653,  903,  965, 
961,  968,  959,  960,  953,  974,  965  to  969,  1107,  1008,  1502,  and  1503. 

At  1  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  10  a.  m.  October  24,  1916. 

October  24,  1916. 
The  board  met  at  10  a.  m.  in  room  231. 
Present :  All  the  members. 

Communication  from  the  Secretary  of  War  was  read  and  incor- 
porated in  the  proceedings.    (W.  D.  210523.) 
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The  following  cases  were  considered:  1210,  1830,  1762,  1058,  932 
to  950  (A.  G.  O.  2397979),  1159, 1075  to  1155,  2177,  2054, 1751,  1100, 
1068  to  1072,  inclusive.  1073,  and  1074. 

At  11.55  a.  m.  the  board  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  October 
25,  1916. 

War  Department, 
Waahmgton^  October  18^  1916. 
The  Secretary  of  War. 

Sir  :  There  being  a  difference  of  opinion  amon^  the  members  of  the 
Medal  of  Honor  Board  as  to  the  scope  of  their  investigation,  an  au- 
thoritative decision  of  the  legal  meaning  of  the  following  language 
in  section  122,  act  approved  June  8, 1916,  is  requested : 

To  ascertain  what  medals  of  honor,  if  any,  have  been  awarded  or  issued  for 
any  cause  other  than  distinguished  conduct  by  an  officer  or  enUsted  man  in 
action  involving  actual  conflict  with  an  enemy  by  such  officer  or  enlisted  man 
or  by  troops  wiUi  which  he  was  serving  at  the  time  of  such  action. 

Do  these  words  require  the  board  to  report  the  names  of  all  persons 
on  the  medal  of  honor  list,  whether  officers,  enlisted  men,  or  civilians, 
who  have  received  their  medals  for  any  cause  other  than  those  speci- 
fied in  the  act,  or  do  they  limit  the  persons  to  be  considered  to  the 
officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  ? 

Nelson  A.  Miles, 
Lieutenant  General,  Retired, 
President  Medal  of  Honor  Board. 
• 

[Second  indorsement.] 

War  Department,  Judge  Advocate  General's  Office, 

October  il,  1916. 
To  the  Secretary  op  War  : 

1.  The  views  of  this  office  are  desired  as  to  the  scope  of  the  investi- 
gation to  be  made  by  the  Medal  of  Honor  Board  under  section  122  of 
the  national  defense  act  approved  June  3, 1916 : 

To  ascertain  what  medals  of  honor,  if  any,  have  been  awarded  or  issued  for 
any  cause  other  than  distinguished  conduct  by  an  officer  or  enUsted  man  In 
action  involving  actual  conflict  with  an  enemy  by  such  officer  or  enlisted  man  or 
by  troops  with  which  he  was  serving  at  the  time  of  such  action. 

The  question  is  asked — 

Do  these  words  require  the  board  to  report  the  names  of  all  persons  on  the 
medal  of  honor  list,  whether  officers,  enlisted  men,  or  civilians,  who  have  re- 
ceived their  medals  for  any  cause  other  than  those  specified  In  the  act,  or  do 
they  limit  the  persons  to  be  considered  to  the  officers  and  enUsted  men  of  the 
Army? 

2.  I  find  nothing  in  the  language  of  the  provision  which  justifies 
the  limitation  of  the  investigation  to  persons  who  are  now  officers 
and  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,  whether  on  the  active  or.  retired  list. 
That  the  investigation  has  a  broader  scope  is  evident  from  the  fol- 
lowing language  in  section  122,  which  follows  the  language  above 
quoted,  namely : 

And  in  any  case  In  which  said  board  shall  find  and  report  that  said  medal  was 
issued  for  any  cause  other  than  that  hereinbefore  specified  the  name  of  the  re- 
cipient of  the  medal  so  Issued  shall  be  stricken  permanently  from  the  official 
medal  of  honor  list.  It  shall  be  a  misdemeanor  for  him  to  wear  or  publicly  dis- 
play said  medal,  and  if  he  shaU  still  be  In  the  Army  he  shall  be  required  to  re- 
turn said  medal  to  the  War  Department  for  canceUatlon. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GEinOBAL  STAFF  OOBPS  ASD  MEDALS  OF  HONOR.  121 

3.  I  think  it  is  evident  from  this  language  that  the  scope  of  investi- 
gation covers  the  issue  of  medals  of  honor  to  persons  who  are  not  now 
in  the  Army,  and  the  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  broadly  stated 
to  be  that — 

of  investigating  and  reporting  upon  past  awards  of  issues  of  the  so-caUed  con- 
gressional medal  of  honor  by  or  through  the  War  Department. 

I  would  answer  the  inquiry,  therefore,  by  the  statement  that  the 
statutes  require — 

the  board  to  report  the  names  of  all  persons  on  the  medal  of  honor  list,  whether 
officers,  enlisted  men,  or  civilians,  who  have  received  their  medals  for  any  cause 
other  than  those  specified  in.  the  act    *    ♦    ♦. 

E.  H;  Crowdeb, 
Judge  Advocate  Oenercd. 

[Third  iBdorsement.] 

War  Department,  October  23^  1916. 
To  President  Medal  op  Honor  Board. 

1.  Returned. 

2.  The  views  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  in  preceding  indorse- 
ment are  concttrred  in. 

Wm.  M.  Ingraham, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Wf^r. 

October  25, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

Letter  to  Adjutant  General  read  requesting  military  records  in 
QO  i*8,ses—— Lincoln  escort 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2137  (30),  2250  (31),  1068 
to  1072,  1073, 1074  (28),  2142,  2143  (32),  2144,  2146,  2147,  2148,  2606 
(10)  (33),  971,  972  (34),  973,  2416  (86),  1155,  1157, 1158,  2613,  2614, 
2602  (35),  2603,  and  2604. 

At  12.50  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  October  26, 1916. 

October  26,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2242,  2410  et  als.  (37),  2259 
(38),  2340  (39),  1457  (40),  1493  (41),  1446  (42);  1480,  1481,  1482, 
1478  (42),  1479,  1473,  1485,  1486  (43),  1487,  1488,  and  1489. 

At  11.50  a.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  Saturday,  October  28, 
1916. . 

October  28,  1916. 

The  board  met  ttb  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1182  (44),  1337  (45),  962, 
2363  (46),  2390  (47),  2448  (48),  2481  (49),  2619  (50),  2102  (51), 
2621  (52),  2615  (53),  2476  (54),  2326,  2207,  2483,  and  995. 

In  order  to  give  recorder  an  opportunity  to  prepare  and  classify 
cases,  at  11.50  a.  m.  the  board  adjourned  to  meet  November  9,  1916, 
at  11  a.  m. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


122  QEKERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AKD  1£EDALS  OF  kOKOB. 

November  14:,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.30  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Absent :  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles. 

Present :  All  the  other  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1765  (12)  (65),  2571  (7) 
(56),  2181  (4)  (57),  1616,  2273,  2302,  1970  (16)  (58),  2256  (16) 
(59),  2261  (4)  (60),  and  1724  (3)  (61). 

At  1.20  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  November  15,  1916. 

November  15,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.,  room  231. 

Present  *  All  the  members 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1784,  1787,  1788,  1790,  1497, 
1466,  1545,  1331,  1236,  1509,  1212,  2464,  2268  (62),  2449,  1167,  and 
1615. 

At  1  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  11  a.  m.  November  16,  1916. 

November  16,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1160,  2175,  2625,  2150  (63), 
1683  (64),  2289  (66),  2266  (65),  1707  (67),  1627  (68),  2267  (69), 
2478  (70),  2526  (71),  2278  (72),  2339  (73),  1262,  1250,  1630,  1617 
(74),  1634,  1981,  1708,  1706,  170^,  1704,  1863  (76),  1703,  1177,  2616, 
2600,  2622,  2611,  2607,  and  2309. 

At  1  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  November  17,  1916. 

November  17,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2365  (76),  994  (77),  1625, 
1419,  1216,  1227,  1961,  1965,  1969,  2562  (78),  1978  (79),  1959,  2061, 
2116,  2063,  1936,  1603,  2114,  2030,  2029,  2172,  2136,  1933,  2023,  2108, 
1999,  1415,  1416,  1417,  2128,  1915,  1418,  2170,  2161,  1677,  1688,  1592, 
2077, 2107, 1993,  2214,  2034, 2086,  and  2066. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1  p.  m.  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  Monday, 
November  20, 1916. 

November  20,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  2140,  2149,  2117,  2092,  2141, 
2125,  2133,  1928,  2097,  1441,  2067,  1425,  1422,  1886,  2173,  1398,  1399, 
1654,  1664,  1668,  1633,  2497,  2498,  1646,  1647,  1649,  1699,  142^,  1266, 
1638,  1671,  1675,  1284,  1287,  1311,  1692,  1676,  1681,  1688,  and  977 
taken  up  for  consideration  and  will  be  taken  up  again  next  meeting. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.30  p.  m.  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  November 
21,  1916. 

November  21,  1916. 
The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 
Present :  All  the  members. 
Resumption  of  discussion  of  case  No.  977. 
At  1.26  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  November  22,  1916. 
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November  22,  lOlO. 
The  board  met  at  11.15  a.  m.  in  room  231. 
Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  977,  1443,  1268,  1244,  1528, 
1424,  990,  991,  992,  993,  2336,  1045,  1057,  1430,  1777,  and  1696. 
Adjourned  at  1  p.  m.  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.  November  23, 1916. 

November  23,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.10  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

It  was  moved  and  seconded  that  the  Medal  of  Honor  Board  ad- 
journ until  11  a.  m.  December  4,  1916,  or  until  such  time  as  it  can 
be  provided  with  a  suitable  room  where  its  proceedings  can  be  con- 
ducted without  the  frequent  interioiptions  to  which  it  is  now 
subjected. 

Carried  unanimously. 

The  board  adjourned  at  11.15  a.  m.  to  meet  as  above  recorded. 

December  4,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  ni.  in  room  231. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were   considered:  1414;   1698;   1506;   1761 
1914;  1908;  1849;  1820;  1815;  1833;  1811;  2501;  2576;  1912;, 1612 
1814:  1816,  1014  (83);  1181;  1467;  2503;  2098;  1510;  1265;  1278 
1304;  1685;  1334;  2506;  1964;  2206;  1428;  2265;  2320;  2388;  2494 
2460;  963;  2209,  2364   (86);  2505:  2462;  1005;  2312;  2239;  2392 
2405;  2305,  2469   (87);  2288;  2451:  2307;  2294;  2334;  2386,  2431 
(SS);  1286;  2342;  2112;  2343,  2458   (89) ;  2324;  2358;  2409;  2395; 
1870  2488:  2393,  2434,  2452,  2368,  2417  (84) ;  and  2319,  2437,  2276, 
2429,  2468,  2450,  2438,  2401,  2328,  2456  (85). 

At  1.10  p.  m.  adjourned  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.,  Decemb^  5,  1916. 

December  5,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2255;  2500,  2504  (82) 
2321;  2353;  2227;  2482;  2467;  2376:  2249;  2477;  2453;  2237;  2303 
2216;  2253;  2257;  2397;  2338,  2369  (93);  2381;  2480,  2420. (92) 
2217;  2287;  2426;  2213;  2428;  2210:  2279;  2221;  2222;  2269;  2231 
1013:  2224;  2225;  2240;  2236;  2246;  2344;  2486;  2470;  1004:  2444 
2442 ;  2356 ;  2318 ;  2315 ;  2304 ;  2292 :  2285 ;  2284 ;  2492 ;  954 ;  2298 ;  and 
2398,2341  (90). 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.05  p.  m.  to  meet  at  11  a.  m.,  December 
6,  1916. 

December  6,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.18  a.  m.  in  room  456,  War  Department. 

Present:  All  the  members,  except  Gen.  Sanger,  who  arrived  at 
11.30  a.  m. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2264;  2282;  2522;  2544 
2542,  2554  (94);  2525;  2570,  2568  (96);  2521,  2561  (95);  2524 
2523;  2559;  2580;  2536;  2563;  2581,  2588  (97);  2560;  2528;  2567 
2535;  2545;  2564;  2530;  2529;  2531;  2548,  2538   (98);  2532;  2537 
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2533;  2555;  2539;  2541;  2543;  2540;  2550;  2552;  2558;  2565;  2566; 
2573;  2574;  2575;  2577;  2578;  2579;  and  2624. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.05  p.  m.  to  meet^at  11  a.  m.,  December 
7,  1916. 

December  7,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  456. 

Present  *  ^11  the  members 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2582,  2583,  2584,  2585,  2586, 
2587,  2590,  2591,  2593,  2592,  2594,  1551,  1548,  2513;  2507,  2511,  2510, 
2515,  2508,  2184,  2516,  2512,  2518,  2517,  2519,  2514,  2180,  2182,  2495, 
and  2421. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.15  p.  m.,  to  meet  Monday,  December  11, 
1916. 

December  11,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present:  AH  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  2178,  2176,  2174,  2183,  2157, 
2155,  2162,  2163,  2164,  2156,  2158,  2160,  2165,  2166,  2167,  and  2168. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.20  p.  m.,  to  meet  at  10  a.  m.,  Tuesday, 
December  12, 1916. 

December  12, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  10.20  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  2154,  2151,  2129,  2131,  2126, 
2124,  2120,  2122,  2119,  2153,  2139,  2138,  2106,  2118,  2104,  2109,  2103, 
1926,  2100,  2099,  2134,  1932,  1942,  1927,  1937,  1938,  1939,  1923,  1921, 
1922,  2479,  2389, 1919,  1904,  1910,  1907,  1916,  1909,  2496,  and  1903. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1,15  p.  m.,  to  meet  Wednesday,  December 
13, 1916,  at  10.30  a.  m. 

•  December  13,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1900,  1901,  1899,  1898,  1893, 
1894,  1896,  1897,  2414,  1325,  1580,  1412,  2502,  2111,  1293,  1283,  1299, 
1295,  1409,  1290,  1166,  1408, 1407,  and  1285. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.05  p.  m.,  to  meet  11  a.  m.,  Thursday, 
December  14,  1916. 

December  14,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1406,  1881,  1827,  1411,  1319, 
1410,  1323,  1867,  1861,  1869,  1887,  1889,  1604,  1606,  1307,  1301,  1885^ 
1890, 1884, 1883, 1878, 1876,  1875, 1874,  1873,  and  1871. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1  p.  m.  to  meet  Friday,  December  15,^ 
1916,  11  a.  m. 

December  15,  1916. 
The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 
Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1911,  1864,  1865,  1857,  1847,. 
1855,  1853,  1844,  1851,  1845,  1846,  1856,  1859,  1860,  1850,  1842,  1442, 
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1444,  1249,  1257,  1258,  1258,  1275,  1259,  1260,  1262,  1306,  1309,  1303, 
1321,  1320,  1317,  1318,  1322,  1279,  1292,  1282,  1289,  1315,  1313,  1312, 
1310,  1280,  1300,  1298,  1316,  1296,  1276,  1273,  1314,  1324,  1277,  1297, 
1305,  and  1862. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.10  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.,  Monday,  De- 
cember 18,  1916. 

December  18,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1535,  1475,  1540,  1512,  1555, 
1514,  1413,  1742.  1741,  1826,  1748,  1745,  1743,  1744,  1771,  1731, 1759, 
1774,  1747,  1730,  1768,  1729,  1726,  1746,  1340,  1213,  1341,  1345,  1585, 
1594,  1809,  1812,  1797,  1591,  1593,  1400,  1344,  1791,  1792,  1802,  1799, 
1579,  1794,  1220,  1232,vl338,  1226,  1795,  1405,  1255,  1782,  1272,  1824, 
1402,  1589,  1339,  1397,  1403,  1223,  1590,  1281,  1401,  1587,  1342,  1163, 
1793,  1829,  1822,' 1781,  1779,  1778,  1780,  1828,  1836,  1834,  1831,  1830, 
1837,  1839,  and  1796. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.30  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.,  Wednesday, 
December  20,  1916. 

December  20, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

i  resent  I  JiW  tli6  niembBrs. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1532,  1552,  1813,  1516,  1515, 
1553,  1524,  1525,  1523,  1570,  1511,  1518,  1550,  1549,  1721,  1722,  1727, 
1672,  1718,  1817,  1568,  1569,  1571,  1567,  1544,  1521,  1542,  1543,  1533, 
1534,  1573,  1556,  1736,  1565,  1578,  1575,  1564,  1576,  1577,  1574,  1715, 
1522,  1562,  1723,  1823,  1821,  1807,  1818,  1819,  1806,  1719,  1805,  1801, 
1803, 1800,  1789,  and  1709. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.20  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.  Friday,  De- 
cember 22, 1916. 

December  22, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present:  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1712,  1560,  1557,  1237,  1266, 
1254,  1261,  1248,  1245,  1243, 1242,  1240,  1239,  1236,  1835,  1498,  1499, 
1496,  1492, 1336.  1439,  1291,  1445,  1469,  1490,  1450,  1471,  1472,  1470, 
1474,  1454,  1452,  1484,  1455,  1453,  1456,  1500,  1798,  1754,  1773,  1785, 
and  1783. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.20  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.  Tuesday,  Decem- 
ber 26,  1916. 

Decembeb  26, 1916. 

The  board  met  at  11.05  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1605,  1602,  1769,  1766,  1762, 
1732,  1734,  1327,  1432,  1431,  1433,  1436,  1162,  1161,  1165,  1231,  1046, 
1043,  1044,  1049,  1055,  1170,  1218,  1222,  1224,  1661,  1302,  1597,  1775, 
and  1051. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.15  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.  Thursday,  De- 
cember 28,  1916. 
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December  28, 1916, 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  1172,  1173,  1051,  1180,  1171, 
1219,  1221,  1169,  1536,  1507,  1404.  1501,  1504,  1226,  1247,  1270,  1288, 
1175, 1168, 1229, 1179, 1178,  and  1176. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.10  p.  m.  to  meet  11  a.  m.  Friday,  December 
29,  1916. 

December  29,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.,  room  231,  pursuant  to  adjournment 
December  28,  1916. 

Present :  AH  the  members. 

Room  231  not  being  available  on  account  of  meeting'  of  Board  of 
Review,  the  board  adjourned  to  meet  10.30  a.  fn.,  December  30,  1916. 

December  30,  1916. 

The  board  met  at  10.30  a.  m.  in  room  231. 

Present :  All  the  members. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1572,  1047,  1050,  1764,  1767, 
1728,  1749,  1539,  1053,  1770,  1763,  1737,  1054,  1757,  1566,  1537,  1271, 
1546,  1530,  1527,  1529,  1288,  1343,  1228,  1217,  1215,  1572,  1050,  1047, 
1767, 1764, 1539,  1770,  1763,  1728,  and  1749. 

The  board  adjourned  at  1.10  p.  m.  to  meet  Wednesday,  January 
3,  1917,  at^  10.30  a.  m. 

January  3,  1917. 

The  board  met  at  10.45  a.  m.  in  room  456. 

Present:  All  the  members  with  the  exception  of  Glen.  Young — ^ill. 

The  following  cases  were  considered :  951,  953,  957,  956,  970,  964, 
1274,  1011,  1056,  1517,  1558,  1059,  1554,  1561,  1538,  1750,  1720,  1650, 
952,  1274,  1332,  1519,  1326,  1438,  1725,  1520,  1547,  1508,  1435,  1711, 
1710,  1717,  1.328,  1335,  1329,  1735,  1052,  1477,  1451,  1164,  1449,  1465, 
1174,  1739,  1241,  1505,  1437, 1447,  1448,  997,  and  976. 

The  board  took  a  recess  at  1.30  p.  m.  to  meet  at  4  p.  m.,  same  date. 

After  recess  the  following  cases  were  considered:  1233,  1234, 
1230,  1269,  1541,  1483,  1434,  1491,  1440,  1468,  1559,  1563,  1753,  1333, 
1526,  1447,  1448,  and  997. 

The  board  adjourned  at  6.15  p.  m.  to  meet  January  4,  1917,  at 
10.30  a.  m. 

January  4, 1917. 

The  board  met  at  10.30  a.  m.,  room  231. 

Present:  All  the  members  except  Gen.  Young,  who  was  ill. 

The  following  cases  were  considered:  1476,  1765,  1531,  1758,  and 
1733;  1263  reconsidered. 

The  board  took  a  recess  from  12.15  until  4  p.  m. 

A  number  of  cases  were  reconsidered,  and  at  5.20  p.  m.,  having 
completed  the  consideration  of  2,625  cases  in  all,  adjourned  to  meet 
at  the  call  of  the  President. 
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January  17,  1917. 
The  board  met  at  11  a.  m.,  at  Gen.  Young's  quarters,  United 
States  Soldiers'  Home. 

Present :  All  members  except  Gen.  Miles. 

Rough  draft  of  official  report  was  read,  and  after  discussion  was 
adopted. 

The  board  at  12.45  p.  m.  adjourned  sine  die. 

O.  J.  Charles, 
Major^  Quartermaster  Corps. 


Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
stricken  from  the  official  medal  of  Tumor  list  in  accordance  with  the  findings 
and  report  of  the  hoard  of  officers  convened  ly  the  Secretary  of  War  under  the 
provisions  of  section  122  of  the  national-defense  act  of  June  3,  1916. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INFANTRY. 


Name  of  soldier. 


Abbott,  Charles  E 

Abbott,  George  H 

Adams,  Clement  J 

Adams,  John  F 

Adams,  John  W 

Adams,  Luden 

Adjutant.  George  W 

Adiington,  Thomas  A. . . 

Allen ,  Charles  H 

Allen,  Jeddiah 

Allen,  Samuel  L 

Alien,  Seth  G 

AUen,  William  A 

Anderson,  Amos  S 

Anderson,  William  A . . . 
Anderson,  William  R . . . 

Andrews,  Chase. 

Andrews,  James  E 

AtHns,  Ciharles  P 

Aiild,  William  M 

Ayer,  WliaamH.  H.... 

Bail,  William 

BaUey,  Albert 

Baker,  Albert 

Banfleld,  PhiUp 

Bangs,  Willard. 

Barker,  William  B 

Barnes,  Ben)amin 

Barrows,  David  S 

Bartlett,  Charles  8 

Bartlett.  Joseph  W 

Bates,  Maroos 

Bean,  Lewis  L 

Bennett,  Augustus 

Benson,  James  A 

Berry,  Edward  M 

Berry,  John 

Berry,  Moses  G 

Berry,  William 

Berry,  William 

BIsbee,  Charles  D 

Bisbee,  OrrinS 

Black.  Oeorse  E 

Blancnard,  Jacob  S 

Blanchard,  Stephen 

Blood,  Charles  H 

Boody,  Sylvester  O 

Boston,  EUJah  F 

Bowden,  Charles  A 

Boynton,  Granville  M.. 

Bracey,  James  F 

Bracey,  John 

Brackett,  David  H 

Brackett,  Lorenzo  D . . . 


Designation  of 
organization. 


Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  K. 
Company  G. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 

Company  E. 
Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  E. 

Do. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  F. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Company  C. 
Company  A. 
Company  K. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  I. 
Conrpany  D. 

Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  C. 

Company  G. 

Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 
Company  G. 
Company  I. 
C/ompany  F. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  G. 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 
Company  I. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 


Name  of  soldier. 


Designation  of 
organization. 


Bradbury,  Charles  W . 
Bradbury,  Eben  H.  C. 
Bradbury,  Edward. . . 
Bradbury,  Heorv  M . . , 
Bradbury,  Josepih  F... 
Bradeen,  Aloander  M . 

Bradeen,  Henry 

Bragdon,  Benjamin  T...| 
Bragdon,  Edmund,  Jr . . . : 

Bragdon,  James  A 

Bragdon,  Sumner I 

Bridges,  Joseph i 

Brooks,  Nathaniel I 

Brown,  Cyrus  E I 

Briard,  Robert 

Brown,  James  H ! 

Brown,  James  W j 

Brown,  John | 

Brown,  John  W , 

Brown,  LorenzoT 

Brown,  Philip  A 

Bryant,  Frederick  8 

Bryant,  Seth  E ; 

Burbank,  Arthur  C i 

Burbank,  Horace  H 

Burbank,  John  P 

Burbank,  Luther  8 

Btu-bank,  Monroe  A { 

Btu-bank.  Porter  M 

Bumell,  Nathaniel  A ....  | 

Bumes,  George 

Bumes,  James 

Bumham,  Charles  L i 

Bumham,  Eben ' 

Bumham,  Elbridge 

Bumham,  Francis  M 

Bumhpm  Thatcher  W. .  j 

Biiss<>I'.  George , 

BusseJJ,  JohnC i 

Butland,  Fro n  is | 

But' and,  Nathani'*' i 

BuHer,  T^cnlnmin  H i 

ButVr.  Wi'HemN ; 

Butler.  WiliisH | 

Bi'tri'^lr,  Brnjemin > 

BuzrH',  Flijah  8 

Burzel',  Ja?ob  L 

Call,  Nathan | 

<^ame,  Frank , 

Card,  WiPiamF ' 

Carwnter,  J^hn  R I 

Carpenter,  Whitney  R . . .  I 
Carnrnter,  William  H...| 
Carr,  William  T 


Company  A. 

Da 

Da 

Da 
Company  K. 
Company  D. 
,  Do. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 

Da 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  B. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  C. 
Company  D. 
Company  L 
Company  A. 
Quartermaster  sergeant. 
Company  H. 

Do. 
Company  K. 
Company  A. 
CMnpany  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  L 
Company  F. 

Da 
Company  H. 
Company  I. 

'^<^mpany  "T. 
Company  I. 
Crmnany  D. 

Do. 
Company  F. 
Ccmrany  I. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 

Company  B. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Comnany  B. 

Do. 
Company  G. 
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Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
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TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INPANTRY-Continoed. 


Name  of  soldier. 


Designation  of 
organizatloA. 


Name  of  soldier. 


Designation  of 
organization. 


Cary,  Michael 

Tasson.  Joseph 

■  Center,  John  W 

Chadbourn.  Franris  T 
Chadb(>urn,  James  M.. 
Chadbourn,  J  ^seph  E . . . 
Chadbourn©.  Henry  A. 
Chadbaume,  Nathan . . 
Chadboume,  Thomas. . 
ChadwicV.  Nath-m  A . . 

Chanev.  >  ndrew 

Chaney,  Charles  H 

Chaney,  Joseph 

Chapman.  Churlos 

Chapman,  Wil '  iam 

niaTntTiii.  V:]V'  im  w. 
<';u..'.  .1   ■■  |...  r, , 

CirjSf,  J'lvmh.  J! 

Chase,  Romant  y  E 

Chellies.  Albinn  K.  P., 

ChelUs,  Frank , 

Chellis,  Oscar  D 

Chi.^k,  Hansf.m  D , 

Chick.  Svlvester 

Chutp,  Albi-.n 

Clark.  Klisba  E , 

Clark,  John  E , 

Clarva^e,  Samu*>l  J.  C 

Clements,  Henry 

Clements,  Jamf^s  H 

Clench,  Chr.rlrs 

CIniisfh,  ChaTW>  S , 

Clntie'i,  '".etirge  W 

Clmiffhj  I-.e\i 

ClutT,  r,e'Tge  W , 

ChiiT.  Samuel 

Cobb,  Charles , 

Cn^hran,  Adam 

r.^.i;„   fS»..vilieO , 

Cole,  Ai  o 

Cole,  Charles  E 

Colo,  OeorgeC 

Cole,  John , 

Cole,  John  W , 

Cole,  Robert 

Conner.  John 

Cook,  Charles  R 

Cooper,  Benjamin  F. . . 

Corson,  George  M , 

Cottle,  Oliver 

Cotton,  Charles 

Cousens,  William  O... 

Cousins,  Francis  J 

Cousins,  William  A — 

Crenn,  Patrick , 

Cresnor ,  George  G , 

Crcssey ,  Horace 

Cribby .  George , 

Crass,  Charles  M 

Currier,  George  E 

Davis,  Albert  H 

Davis,  Charles 

Davis,  Charles  A 

Davis,  Charles  I 

Davis,  Frank  M 

Davis,  WUliam  G 

Day,  Benjamin  N 

Day,Sllas 

Day,  Thurston  P.  M... 
Daymen,  George  W... 

Dearborn,  Charles , 

Dearborn,  PaulC , 

Dearborn,  Richard 

Decoff,  Charles 

Dennett,  Alvan  A 

Dennett,  Reuben 

Desbon,  Elijah  B 

Dillingham,  John  L 

Dixon,  Edmund  A 

Dixon,  Joseph  H 


Company  F. 
Comoanv  A. 
Company  K. 

Do! 
Company  E. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 
Cimnany  B. 

Do. 
Company  E. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 
^"mpany  G. 
Company  B. 
<^rm09ny  E. 
Company  G. 
Crmpany  A. 
Ccmoanv  K. 

Do. 

Do. 
Company  G. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  D. 


Crmpany  G. 
Company  F. 

Do. 
Company  C. 
Company  I. 
Comoany  A. 

Do. 
Company  D. 
Company  K. 
Company  G. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  I. 
Company  F. 

Company  A. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  G . 
Company  D. 
Company  I. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  F. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Assistant  surgeon. 
Company  E. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  K. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 

Company  G. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  G. 


Dockham,  George  A . . . 

Doe,  Joseph  D 

D  leg,  Thomas 

Dorman,  George  H 

Doun,  Reuben 

Dow,  Simon  R 

Downs,  Archibald  S. . . 

Downs,  David,  jr 

Drew,  John 

Drown,  Alonzo  J 

Drown,  Orlando 

Dunn,  Alanson 

Dunn,  Daniel 

Dunn,  John  K 

Dunn,  Williams 

Dunnell,  Samuel,  Jr 

Dunnell,  Samuel  L 

Dunnells,  Loring 

Dunnells,  Mark  W 

Duran,  William 

Durgin,  Albion  L 

Durgin,  Almon  C 

Durgin.  George  W  ...*.. 

Dyer,  Charles  H 

Dyer,  Wiliam 

Eastman,  Frank 

Eaton.  Walter 

Edgerly,  George  W 

Edgerly,  Samnel  H 

Edwards,  George  W.... 

Eldrldge,  Edward  W... 

Eldridge,  Philander.... 

Eldrldge,  William  H... 

ElUott,  Isaac 

ElMott,  William  L 

Emerson,  George  W. . . . 

Emery,  Franklin 

Emery,  Isaac  M 

Emery,  John  F 

Emerv,  John  H 

Emery,  William  R 

Emmons,  D.  Taylor.... 

Emmons,  George 

Emmons,  George  W . .  . 

Emmons,  John 

Emmons,  John  G 

Emmons,  Jo«ph  R 

I   Ethridge,  Stephen  L 

I  Fairfield.  Lendol  N. . 

I    Fall,  Henry  R :. 

;  Fall,  Howards 

I    Fall,  Isaac  P 

I  Favour,  Horace  H. . . 
I'  Fenderson,  Charles  W... 

I I  Ferguson,  George  A.. 
';  Femald,  AloMo 

Femald,  Benjamin... 

i    Fernald,  Simon 

,  Femald,  Stephen 

!    Fitigerald,  David.... 
'  1  Flanders,  Daniel  C . . . 

I  Flanders,  George  W.. 
|l  Flood,  EbenezerT... 

Flovd,  Daniel 

i|  Fly,  Stephens 

il  Ford,  AlvinA 

i;  FosB.  Edward  L 

'  Foas,  Enos  L 

Foes,  James  L | 

II  Foss,  Robert 

I  FosB,  William  A | 

Foster,  Charles  H , 

Foster,  John  B 

Fowler,  Edward  S | 

I,  Fowler,  Frank i 

;,  Fove,  Isaac  M , 

1  Freeman,  John  W 

i    Frisbee,  Joeiah  P 

1  Frost,  Harrison  T 


Company  B. 

Company  I. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 

Company!. 

Company  F. 
Company  I. 

Do. 
Company  A 

Co  JgnyC. 

Da" 

Do. 
Company  H. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 

DO. 

Company  B. 
Company  C. 

Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 
Company  B. 
Company  C. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 
Company  I. 
Company  B. 
Company  I. 
Company  D. 
Company  E. 

Conrpany  I. 

Do! 

Do. 

Do. 
Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Company  C. 
Company  D. 

Company  B. 
Company  A. 

Company  K. 
Company  Q. 

Do! 
Company  K. 
Company  D. 
Company  C. 
Company  G. 
Company  K. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  C. 
Company  A. 

Company  F. 
Company  H. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  G. 
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Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
stricken  from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list,  etc. — Continued. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INrANTRY--Contlmied. 


Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
oxganization. 

1 

Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
organization. 

Frost,  Hugh  A 

Company  E. 
Company  F. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  A. 
Comnany  I. 

Do. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 
Company  G. 
Company  E. 

Do! 

Do. 

Do.                            , 

Do. 
Company  K. 
Company  I. 

Dol 

Do. 
Company  G. 
Company  F. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  K. 
Company  F. 
CGiiip<*ny  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  D. 
Company  I. 

Company  C. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 
Company  G. 
Company  A. 
Company  C. 
Company  H. 
Companv  E. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  I. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 

Company  G. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 

Company  I. 
Company  F. 
Assistant  surgeon. 
Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Company  K. 

Company  A. 
Company  F. 
Company  0. 
Company  I. 
Company  K. 
Company  O. 
Company  D. 

Hansoome,  Lyman  M . . . 
Ha»>8on,  John  S 

Company  B. 

Fuller,  Edwin ^... 

Fullerton,  David  B 

Gallagher,  Edward  H... 
Galli9on,GreenleafW... 
Garland,  Albra 

Hanson',  Lewis  B 

Hardison,  Ezra  H 

Harmon,  Charles  H 

Harmon,  Charles  L 

Harmon,  Frank  L 

Harmon,  Frederick  M... 

Harmon,  Samuel  C 

Harmond,  Nelson 

Harriman,  Aaron 

Harvey,  Augustus 

Harvey,  Charles  A 

Harvey,  Henry  G 

Harvey  .John  W 

Hasty,  Granville 

Hastv,  Winfield  F 

Hatch,  Elmore  J 

Hatch,  James  W 

Hatch,  Joseph  E 

Hayes,  Calvin  L 

Haves,  Charles  E 

Hayes,  Frederick 

Hayes,  George  H 

Hayes,  John  C 

Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Comnany  C. 

Company  A, 

Garland ,  Charles  E ...... . 

Garland^cdm 

Oarvin,^auI  W 

Company  I. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 
Company  D. 
Comjbany  B. 

Da 

Do. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  B. 
Company  E. 
Sergeant  ms^jor. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  G. 
Company  A. 
Company  K. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  D. 
Company  B. 

Garvin,  Samuel  H 

Gerrish,  Alfred  J.  W 

G«rrish,  Noah  W 

Gerry,  Jotham  H 

Oetchell,  Albert  F 

G€tcheU.EmlusJ 

G€tcheU,JohnM 

Oetchell,  Marcus  M 

Getchell,  Samuel  M 

Giles,Jesse 

OUpatrick,  William 

Gooch,  Charles  W 

Gooch,  Hiram  T 

Gooch,  John  B 

Gooch,  William  H 

Goodsoe,  Herbert 

Goodwhi,  Alonzo 

Haves,  John  M 

Goodwin,  Charles  A 

Hayes,  John  W 

Goodwin,  Charles  H 

Goodwin,  Eben  M 

Goodwin,  Frank 

Goodwin,  Henry  J 

Goodwin,  Ivory  L 

Goodwin,  James  M 

Hayes,  Samuel  D 

Henderson,  Alvah 

Hersom,JohnH 

Higley,  Albert  A 

Hielev.EbenN 

Hill,  Albert  G 

Company  H. 
Company  I. 
Company  C. 
Company  E. 
Major. 
Company  G. 
Company  A. 
Company  I. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  H. 

Company  A. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  G. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  A. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Comjbany  I. 

Company  H. 

Goodwin,  James  W 

Goodwin,  John  M 

Goodwin  jJoseph  B 

Go<^dns,  William  H 

Hill,  Bamabas  R 

HiU.Danlel 

H"^  T7-----  Tj 

Hi!       1,     r        '            

Gordon,  Charles  S 

Hill,  John  U 

Gordon)  George 

Hill,  Joseph  H 

Gordon,  Henrv 

Hill  Samuel  L      

Gould,  James  H 

Hilton,  Charles  A 

HHton.  John.jr      

Gove,  George  A 

Gowell,  Benjamin 

Gowen,  Walter  A 

GoweuLWilliam  B 

Grace,  Hiram  M 

Graffam,  Joseph 

Graffam,  Joseph 

Graffam,  WilUam 

Grant,  Daniel  W 

Grant,  Elijah  M 

Hoigdon,  Flanders 

Holgdon,  Freeman 

Hodgdoii.IIiram 

Hodsden,  David 

Hosan,  Edward  W 

Holt,OtisC 

HooDcr,  Timothy  S 

Hooper,  WilUam  H 

Hopidns,  Jonathan  C... 

Hopkinson.  James  M 

Horn,  Reuben 

Grant,  George  W 

Grant,  Nicholas 

Grant,  Seth,  jr 

Horn,  Rufus  A 

Gray,  John 

Hubbard,  Alonzo 

Hubbard,  Charles  S 

Hubbard,  George 

Himtress,  John 

Gray,  Sylvester 

Grecnleaf,  Edgar 

Guilford, -Charles 

Guptill,  Daniel 

Hurd,  Edwin . 

Guptill,  John  A 

Hurd  Georee 

Do 

Gumey,  Fred  S 

Hiird,  John  A  . 

Do. 

Hadlock,  Charles  H 

Hurd,  John  H 

Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  K. 

Haley,  Albert 

Hurd  Moses  S 

Haley,  James  C 

Hurd,  Nathaniel  N.'....] 
Hurd,  Sylvester 

Haley,  Thomas 

Hall,  Freeman 

Hurd,  TliomasS '. 

Hussey,  Luther  G 

Husse V,  Ralph  R 

Hutchins,  Charles  L 

Hutchins,  Erastus  K 

Hutchms  Ezra 

Hall,Ivor\' A 

Hall, John 

Ham,  George  C 

Ham ,  Norris  S 

Ham,Orrin  F 

Hampson,  Charles 

Hanscom,  Albert 

Hanscom,  Charles  H . . . . 
Hanscom.  EliaJ 

Hutchins,  Frank  A 

Hutchins,  George 

Hutchms,  Octaviis 

Hutchins,  William  H... 

Jackson,  Anthony 

Jacobs,  Charles 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Company  D. 
Company  I. 
Company  E. 

Hanscom,  John  F 

Hanscom,  William  L 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 0 


Digitized  by 


Google 


130 


GENlaBAL  STATE  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOB. 


Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
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TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INFANTRY— Continued. 


Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
oi^ganization. 

Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
organization. 

JnfTnrdii  Henrv 

Company  D. 
Company  E. 

Do! 
Company  D. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 

Company  C. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Company  I. 
Company  F. 
Company  A. 
Company  B. 
Company  G. 

Company  H. 
Company  G. 
Company  B. 
Company  H. 
Company  L 

Do. 
Surgeon. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  A. 
Company  C. 
Company  K. 
Company  G. 

Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  C. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  A. 
Company  D. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 

Do! 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  A. 
Company  K. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  F. 
Company  L 
Company  B. 

Company  G. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 

Do! 

Do. 

Do. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 

Company  K. 
Company  H. 

Company  D. 

Company  E. 

Company  D. 

Do. 

Loud.Elbridge 

Company  H. 

Jelllson,  John  W 

JelUson,  Josjfina  C 

Jellison,  WllUam  H 

Jenkins,  Charles  W 

Jennison,  Maverick  M. . . 
Jewell.  Roscoe 

Lowell.  JohnH 

Coninany  A. 

Lowell.  Moses 

Lunt.  John  W 

Company  K. 
Company  O. 
Company  K. 
Company  F. 

Lyds  ton,  Charles...:  — 

Maddox,JohnF 

Magrath,  George 

Manning,  George  F 

Manson.  Albert 

Johnson,  Darnel  E 

Johnson,  Da\id  E 

Johnson,  Edward  P 

Johnson,  Ivory 

Company  D. 
Company  Q. 
Company  C. 
Company  A. 

Manson,  Charles  H 

Manson,  Edwin  R 

Manson,  Horatio 

Manson.  John  S 

Johnson',  John,  Jr 

Johnson,  John  0 

Johnson,  Solomon 

Jordon.  George  H 

Jose,  Thomas  L 

Company  G. 
Company  I. 
Company  B. 
Commissary  sergeant. 
Company  C. 

Manson,  John  W 

Marr.  Cvrus  G       

Marriner,  James  S 

Marston,  Charles  N 

Martin,  Frank  W 

Martin,  John 

Jiidsre  Patrick . .        .  . 

Company  F. 

Keay,  John  F 

Company  B. 

Keays  JViUiam  W 

Keen,HamdenC 

Keen,  Josiah  E.. 

Company  C. 

Mason.  Albert  D 

Mason.  Joseph  T 

McCulloch.  Adam,  jr.... 

McGuire,  Charles 

Mclntire.  Henry 

McKenney,  Abner 

McKenney,  Benjamin  R 
McKenney.  Charles  F.. . 

McKenney,  Enoch 

McLaughlin,  Dennis 

Mealy.  John 

Company  E. 
Company  B. 

Keene,  Harrison  M 

Kenmson,  Horace 

Kerr,  William 

Company  F. 
Company  I. 
Company  D. 

Kidder,  Georee  E 

Kimball,  AlpheusT.... 

Kimball,  Charles 

Kimball,  John  E.L 

Kimball,  Lewis 

Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 

King,  Thomas  J. 

Company  B. 

Kinri'ok   Eben  S 

Company  G. 

Kirwin,  James 

Memll.  Charles  H 

Merrill,  Frederick  A.... 
Merrill,  Jonas  F 

Company  A. 

Knight,  Edward  F 

Kniirht  Tohn  H 

Company  C. 
Company  I. 

Knitrht.  Porter 

Merrill.  Samuel 

Company  C. 

Knight,  Roscoe  0 

Mildram.  Frank  S 

Miles,  George  S 

Company  D. 
Company  A. 

Knox,  Hosea  B 

Miles.  Thomas  P 

Miller,  Caleb  L 

Do. 

Lampkin,  Gilman  H.... 
TjAne  Goorsre 

Company  F. 

Miller.  Mark 

Company  D. 

Larrabee;  Edward  N. . . . 

Lawry,  Franklin  E 

Learned.  Peter 

Millerkln,  William,  jr... 

Milliken.  Charles  K 

Mii:iken.  John  S 

Milliken,  Moses  8 

MlIiiken.yathanielM... 
Mills.  Elihu  J 

Company  C. 
Company  E. 
Company  A. 

Tr--."'n.  :  ■,,      ,         .... 

Lewis  iiiliuuii 

Company  F. 

Libby,  Aaron  R 

Libby,  Arthur     

Companv  B. 

Mitchell,  Charles  H 

Mitchell.  Deodat 

Mitchell,  Edwin 

Mitchell.  Joseph  S 

,  Mitchell. Josephs.. jr... 

Moody,  Charles  H 

Moody,  James  E 

1  Moody,  WilUam  H 

1  Moore,  George  A 

1  Moore,  John 

Company  K. 

Libbv,  Benjamin  F 

Libby,  Charles  0 

Libbv,  Fred.  W 

Libbv,  George  H 

Libby,  Philander  n 

Libby,  Samuel  H 

Littlefleld, Charles  H.... 
Littlefleld,  EmmoTson. . 
T>.ittlRfield   Franklin 

Company  F. 
Company  G. 
Company  A . 
Company  F. 
Company  I. 

dS! 

Company  B. 
Company  H. 

Littlefleld,  George 

Littlefleld,  Henry 

Littlefleld,  James  H 

Littlefleld.  Jedidlah 

T>ittlpfield  John      

Morgan,  William  F 

Morrison,  I vor>- C 

Moulton.  .*  Icnr-o  P 

Moulton.  Charles  H 

Moulton,  Erastus 

Mugridge,  Samuel 

Murch,  Orrin 

Company  K. 
Company  H. 

Company  I. 

Littlefleld,  John  T 

Littlefleld, Joseph  F.... 
Littlefleld,  Joshua  D.... 

Littlefleld,  Josias 

Littlefleld,  Ralph. 

Littlefleld,  Reuben  0... 
Littlefleld.  Thaddous.... 

Company  G. 
Company  C. 

I  Murphy,  John  B 

1  Murphy.  Joseph  W 

1  yason.  .Andrew  J 

,  y ascn.  Freeman 

1  y ascn,  John 

Company  F. 
Company  K. 
Company  F, 
Company  C. 
Company  G. 

1  yascn,  Luther 

Company  B. 

Lombard,  Osbright  A... 

Longee.  Lorenzo  J 

Lord  Charles  E 

!  yasf  n,  yathen  P 

^'asf  n,  Pobert 

Company  C. 
Company  B. 

yascn.  Samuel  E 

yascn,  William  H 

yeal  John,  F 

Company  (  . 

Lord,  Edward 

Company  I. 

TvArd   Esekiel  S 

Companv  B. 

L/Ord  GoorsTO A   ...••.•. 

1  yeedham,  Frank  E 

Ne   b<  pin.  Luke  L 

yk^cl  .  Frr nklln 

Nickolson,  Edward  P . . . 

Company  E. 

Lord,  John  w 

Company  K. 

Lord  Lvman        ....... 

Companv  C. 

Lord,  Timothy  H 

Company  B. 
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Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
stricken  from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list,  efc.-— Continued. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INFANTRY— Contlniied. 


Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
orgwiiiation. 

Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
orgMiliation. 

Noble.  John  M 

Company  A. 
Company  B. 
Company  H. 
Company  C. 

Company  D. 
Quartermaster. 
Company  I. 
Company  H. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  C. 

Da 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 
Company  C. 
Company  G. 

Do! 
Company  F. 
Company  K. 
Company  A. 

Company  G. 

Companv  I. 
Company  H. 
Company  C. 
Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 
Company  I. 
Company  F. 
Company  D. 

Company  G. 

Company  H. 
Company  E. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  B. 
Company  F. 
Company  A. 
Company  E. 
Company  B. 
Company  K. 

Do! 
Company  F. 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 
Company  B. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 

Do! 
Company  D. 

Do! 
Adjutant. 
Conrpany  C. 

Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Companv  F. 
Company  E. 
Company  A. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  E. 
Company  I. 

Ridlon,  Henry 

Company  A. 

Norman,  Charles  S 

Norton,  Clark  H 

Norton,  EbenH 

Nnrtrm    L<Aon&rd 

Ridlon,  John 

Ridlon,  William 

Rines,  GeorgeW 

Roberts,  Alvah 

Company  H. 
Company  I. 

Nute .  IvOTy  H 

Roberts.  Dimond,  jr 

Roberts;  George  H 

Roberts,  John 

O'Brlon.  Lewis 

Do. 

Okes.  George  W 

Ordwav.  Moses 

Company  O. 

Roberts,  Joshua 

Roberts,  Luke  H 

Roberts,  William  F 

Robinson,  Edwin  A 

Robinson,  Emery  S 

Robinson,  George  E 

Robinson,  Horace  V 

Robinson,  Omen  W 

Ross,  Albert 

Osgood,  Henry  B 

Otfe,WimamM 

Owen.  Elijah  J.  C 

Owen,  Mark  L.H 

Owen,  Melville  C 

Packard,  Charles  F 

Paee.  Amos  W 

Company  I. 

Company  A. 
Company  I. 

Do! 
Do. 

PftlmAr   Jattias  W 

Company  C. 
Company  H. 

Parker,  Benjamin  F 

Parker,  Horace  B 

Parker,  Josei^i  D 

Parody ,  John 

Ross,  Hough 

Rounds,  Daniel 

Company  A. 
Company  C. 

Rounds,  Joseph  G 

Rounds,  Melville  K 

Rowell,  Alexander 

Russell,  Otis  F 

Patch,  John,  jr 

Patterson,  Gardiner 

Patterson,  Mark 

Paul.  Elbrldpe  R 

Paul  Henrv  M 

Company  B. 
Chaplain. 
Company  H. 
Company  F. 
Company  H. 

Sadler,  Edwin  A 

Sampson,  Moses  T 

Sanborn,  Charles  P 

Sanborn,  Charles  P 

Sanborn,  Ellas 

Peavey,  Chandler 

Pendexter,  Paul 

Pennell,  Horace 

Company  K. 
Con^)any  C. 
Company  D. 

Company  A. 
Company  H. 

Sanborn,  John  W 

Sanborn,  Nelson 

Sanborn,  Warren  G 

Sawyer,  Isaac 

Perkins,  George  D 

Perkins,  James  G 

pArVins   John 

Perkins,  John  W 

Perkins,  Otis  \r 

Perkins.  Samuel 

Porrv  Pharaoh 

Sawyer,  Joseph  R 

Sawyer,  Obediah 

Scammon,  Nicholas 

Scates,  David  W.C 

Scriggins,  Charles  H 

Seavey,  Frank 

Company  C. 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 
Company  H. 

Perry,  WilUam  R 

Pettigrew,  Colby  H 

Pettlerew.  John 

Company  G. 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 

Do! 

Sewall,  Joseph  A 

Shapleigji,  Dennis M.... 
ShaDlei£h.  John .    ...... 

Philbrick,  Ira  A 

Philbrick,  Robert  8 

Phillins  Rufus 

Shapleigh,  Morris  G 

Shapleigh,  RoscoeG.... 
ShaplelKh,  WUliamH... 

Shaw,  J.  Lyman 

Shehan,  George  R 

Shory,  Henry  W 

Simpson,  Enoch  A 

SkilUngs,  Daniel 

Sklllins,  Lorenzo  D 

Skinner,  John  B 

Small,  Alfred 

Do. 

PhilHps,  Trafton 

Pickeraell,  Richard 

Pierce,  Charles  A 

PifiTce  Daniel 

Do. 

Do. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 

Pierce,  Henry  B 

Pierce,  S vlvester 

Pierce.  WilUam  B 

Pike,  Charles  M 

Company  B. 
Company  C. 

Company  F. 

Pike.  Georee  B 

PiVft  wnilftTTi  C 

Company  H. 

Pillsbury ,  Woodman. .. . 

Piper,  Horace  L 

Pitts   GAOffire 

Small,  Arthur  L 

Small,  John  C 

Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 

Bmall,  Lewis  L 

Plumer ,  Jeremiah 

Plumer,  William 

PnniA   JftmAfl  A 

3mall.  Roland  E 

Smart,  Almond  0 

Smith,  Amasa. .  ^  ■. 

Company  F. 
Company  H. 
Company  K. 

Pray,  WUliamH 

Pray,  William  A 

Prescott,  Alpheus 

Prescott,  Roswell 

Prescott,  Wallace 

Qulmby,  Hosea  M 

Qulnney,  James 

Ranwdell,  Paul  R 

Rand,  Edward  M 

Redlon,  Gideon W.T... 
Redloxi,  Isaac 

Smith,  Atwood  F 

Smith,  Charles  B 

Smith ,  Charles  F 

Smith,  Charles  T 

Smith,  George  L 

Smith,  James  B 

Company  F. 

Do! 

Do. 

Com^yK. 

Smith.  James  H 

Company  A. 
Company  H. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  H. 

Smith,  James  M 

Smith,  LibbyH 

Smith,  Milbury  S 

Smith,  Ransom  E 

Smith.  Rice 

Reed  Georee  C 

Company  K. 

Rhodes.  Israel  K 

Richards,  Orin  E 

Richardson,  Joseph  P. . . 

Ricker,  Alonzo  F 

Ricker,  PhendeusH.... 

Ricker,  Timothy  F 

Ridley,  Joseph 

Smith,  Samuel  S 

Smith,  StillmanC 

Smith,  William 

Company  E. 
Company  H. 
Company  G. 
Company  F. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  B. 

Smith.  WUliam  M 

Smith.  Woodbury 

Spauldin?,  Wallis 

Spencer,  Joseph  T 

Spencer,  Joshua  C 

Ridley,  Joseph  H 

Do. 
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Names  and  organizations  of  recipients  of  the  oonffressional  medal  of  honor 
stricken  from  the  official  medal  of  honor  listj  etc. — Continued. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH  MAINE  INFANTRY— Continued. 


Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 
organization. 

Name  of  soldier. 

Designation  of 

Spinney,  James  P 

Spinney,  Nicholas  E.... 

Spinne V,  Stephen  S 

Stacy,  Uranus     

Company  G. 

Do! 
Company  A. 
Company  I. 
Company  A. 
Company  0. 
Company  I. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  E. 
Company  F. 
Company  G. 
Company  D. 
Company  A. 
Lieutenant  colonel. 
Company  H. 
Company  K. 
Company  H. 
Company  A. 

Company  C. 
Company  A. 

Company  F. 
Company  C. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 
Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Company  I. 

Company  K. 
Company  E. 
Com^yK. 

Company  C. 
Company  E. 
Company  K. 
Company  C. 
Company  D. 
Company  F. 
Company  G. 

Company  B. 
Company  K. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  I. 

Company  B. 

Company  G. 
Company  B. 

dS: 

Company  H. 
Company  G. 
Company  B. 
Company  A. 
Company  H. 

Company  E. 
Company  I. 
Company  D. 

Walker,  George  M 

Wallingford,  Daniel 

Walls,  Thomas 

Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  C. 

Ward',  Goorge  H 

Warren,  Chadbourne. . . . 

Warren,  Joseph  F 

Warren,  Nathaniel  F . . . . 
Watson,  Daniel 

Company  A. 
Company  B. 
Company  C. 
Company  B. 
Company  A. 
Company  F. 

Stanley.  John  R 

Staples,  Charles  F 

Staples,  William  H 

Staples.  William  M 

Steadfast,  Thomas  S 

Stevens.  Charles  E 

Watson',  George  W 

Watson,  Beth 

Stevens.  Herrman 

Stevens,  Osgood  W 

Webber,  Alfred  C 

Webber,  Orin  B 

Do. 
Do. 

Stevenson,  Willirun 

S-  ;   h:i     ■    I  '  tlvin 

Webber.  WilUamC 

Weeks,  Noah 

Company  K. 
Company  H. 

Company  B. 
Company  E. 
Company  I. 
Company  G. 
Company  I. 
Con^ny  B. 

Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  H. 
Colonel. 

S                       i'linmiiSJ 

bovjjiti,  JijUii&s  M 

Welch,  Charles  H 

Welch,  Wentworth 

Wells,  Alexander  B 

Wells,  Hartley  L 

Wells,  John  

Stoned  Lewis  G 

Stone,  Simon,  ir 

Stover,  Eben 

Swectslr,  John  W 

Sweetsir.  Stephen  E 

Swett,  Augustus  D 

Tap  ley,  David  G 

Tapley,  WllUam  H 

Tarbox,  A  Iphonso 

Tarbox,  George 

Wells,  Octavius  E 

Wentworth,  Albert  F... 
Wentworth,  Bradford  H 
Wentworth,  Enoch  J.... 

Wentworth ,  Henry 

Wentworth,  Lewis  H. . . 

Wentworth,  Mark  F 

Wentworth,  Samuel  T.. 
Wentworth,  William.... 
West,  Silas 

Tarbox,  Thomas  B 

Taylor,  Calvin  M 

Taylor,  Daniel  D 

Taylor,  George  A 

Taylor,  George  W 

Tavlor,  Horace 

Company  B. 
Combany  H. 

Wheelwright,  Moses  F. . 

White,  Joseph  H 

Whitehead,  John 

Whitehouse,  Harrison. . . 
Whitehouse,  Joseph  A . . 

Whitten,  John  C 

WIggin,  George  A 

Wiggin,  James  E 

Company  E. 
Company  1. 
Companv  F. 

Taylor,  Oliver  G 

Thompson,  Adrial,  jr.... 

Thompson,  Caleb 

Thompson,  George  F.... 
Thompson,  Kenry  C . . . . 

Company  B. 
Company  I. 

Company  B. 

Thompaon,  George  W. . . 

Wiggin,  John  H 

Do. 

Thompson,  William  8. . . 
Thorn,  David 

Wiggin,  John  W 

Wiggin,  Mark  N 

Wilds,  Erastus 

Company  C. 
Company  H. 
Company  D. 
Company  E. 
Company  B. 
Company  G. 

Do. 
Company  A. 
Company  G. 
Company  K. 
Company  B. 
Company  A. 
Companv  E. 
Company  H. 
Companv  B. 

Thunston,  Milton 

Tib r>ett3.  Charleys  H 

Tobe y,  Samuel  A 

WUkinson,  Stephen 

Wllley,  Andrew 

Tohey,  WilUamW 

Tompson   William 

Trafton,  Ham.  N 

Trafton,  Osborn 

Willey,  Frederick  L 

Williams,  Joseph  B 

Williams,  J(wi5i 

Wilson,  Charles  W 

W^ilson,  George 

Trefethcrn,  Horatio  W. . 

Tripp,  Charles  D 

Tripp,  Pelatiah  R 

Twiker,  Charles  H 

Tucker,  Daniel  H 

Tucker,  William  H 

TuftH,  John  W 

Wilson,  John  R  

WUson,  Joseph  D 

Wingate,  Jesse  B 

Winn,  Oliver  A 

Witham,  Josiah  W.,jr.. 

Woodsome,  James  L 

Wormwood,  John  P 

Worster,  Charles  H 

Wright.  George  C 

York,  Charles  E 

York,  Enoch 

York,  George  H 

York,  William  H 

Young,  A  ugustus  D 

Young,  John 

Young.  Orlleas  L 

Tufts.  Wilson  r      

Company  I. 
Companv  D. 
Company  I. 
Company  F. 
Company  E. 

Da 
Company  0. 
Company  K. 
Company  E. 

TwoHiMfv,  TK;uv  W... 
Vfltf-ney,  Aaron 

Vainey,  Elijah 

Wadleigh,  Charles  H.... 

Wadleigh,  Elisha 

Wadsworth,  Alexander.. 
Wadsworth,  Marshall  L. 
Waitt.JohnH 

Wakefield,  George  W.... 
Wakefield,  George  W. . . . 
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Names  and  organizatUms  of  recipients  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor 
stricken  from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list^  etc. — Continued. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 


Name. 


Barry,  John  P 

Bulock,  Lather  E 

Gallaghan,  Patrick 

Carey,  Frank 

Carpenter,  Samuel  T — 

Carr,  Augustus  £ 

Chapman,  Amos 

Cody.W.F 

CoDlns,  James 

Cornwall,  Addison 

Daly,  Wm,  F 

Dixon,  William 

Dozier, 

Durgin,  Wm.  W 

Durkee,  Joseph  H 

Edwards,  John  R 

Forehand,  Lloyd  D 

Gardiner,  Asa  B 

Gilbert,  Thomas 

Goodrich,  George  E 

Hanna.  John 

Hawken,  J.  M 

Hesse,  John  C... 

Hoppy,  Edward 


Organiation. 


Co.  A,  24th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Co.    E,   9th   Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.    H,   »th   Vet.    Res. 

Corns. 
Co.  H.  12th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Co.    K,   7th   Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Co.   D^  12th   Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Civilian  scout. 
Civilian  guide. 
Co.  D,  10th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  1, 7th  Vet.  Res  Corps. 
Co.   A,   10th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Civilian  scout. 
Citixen  guide. 
Co.   F,   10th  Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.    E,    7th    Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Do. 
Co.   I,   18th   Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  I,  22d  N.  Y.  S.  M. 
18th  Indpt.  Batty.,  N. 

Y.  L.  A. 
Co.   A.   12th  Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  b7  14th  Vet.    Res. 

CoTjps. 
Storekeeper,  Q.  M.  Dept. 
Co.  A.  8thU.  8.  Inf. 
Co.  C,   12th   Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 


Name. 


Karr,  John 

Lambert,  Wm.  H 

Laport,  Wm.  T 

I  Lewis,  RulusW 

Lvnch.  JohnB 

Marshall  A.  Judson 

McCamly,  James  11 

Mlndll,  George  W 

If nrphy ,  Edward 

Nelson,  Jacob  F 

Nobis,  Wm.H 

Pardun,  James  M 

Pier8on.S.  D ^. 

Reed.  Thomas  C 

Sedgwick,  Irvin  M 

Smith,  Frank  T 

Smith,  John  P 

Storr,  Robert 

Swinehart,  Chester 

Walker,  Dr.  Mary  E . . . 
Wilson,  Joseph  K 

Wiseman,  Wm.  H 

Woodall,  W.H 


Organisation. 


Co.  D.  14th   Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
A4)uiant,  27th  N.  J.  Inf. 
Co.  K,  27th  N.  J.  Inf. 
Co.  E,  18th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  D,  3d  Ind.  Cav. 
Co.    K,   9th   Vet.    Red. 

Corps. 
Co.    A,   9th  Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Colonel,  27th  N.J.  Inf. 
Co.   B,  10th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Co.   A.,  9th   Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  O,  12th  Vet.  Res. 

C'Orps. 
Co.  K,  24th  Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  D,  27th  N.  J.  Inf. 
Co.  C.  27th  N.  J.  Inf. 
Co.  H,  18th  Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  C,   10th  Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Co.    I,    14th   Vet.    Res. 

Corps. 
Co.  A,  15th  N.  Y.  Eng. 
Co.   D,   7th    Vet.   Res. 

Corps. 
Contract  surgeon. 
Sergeant  major,  8th  U.  8. 

Inf. 
Co.  £,  24th  Vet.  Res. 

Corps. 
Scout. 


War  Department, 
The  Adjutant  General's  Oftice, 

Wdshington,  February  2^  1917. 
From :  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Armv. 
To :  The  Judge  Advocate  Greneral  of  the  Army. 
Subject :  Execution  of  the  terms  of  section  122  of  the  act  of  June  3, 
1916. 

1.  The  board  of  officers  appointed  under  the  provisions  of  section 
122  of  the  national-defense  act  of  June  3, 1916,  to  conduct  an  investi- 
gation concerning  medals  of  honor,  submits  the  accompanying  re- 
port required  by  that  section,  with  certain  suggestions  and  recom- 
mendations referred  to  hereinafter. 

2.  It  will  be  observed  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  report  the  board 
refers  to  unsuccessful  efforts  to  secure  a  modification  of  the  terms  of 
the  law  directing  the  investigation,  and  requests  that  the  War  De- 
partment defer  action  in  certain  specified  cases  until  the  matter 'can 
receive  the  careful  consideration  of  Congress. 

S-.  The  report  also  sets  forth  that  the  board  found  but  few  in- 
stances where  the  medal  has  not  been  awarded  for  distinguished 
service  specifying,  in  this  connection,  the  awards  to  555  members  of 
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the  Twentv-seventh  Maine.  Reference  is  made  to  awards  to  309 
other  members  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine;  to  five  members  of  the 
Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey;  and  to  one  member  of  the  Twenty-sec- 
ond New  York  State  Militia.  With  regard  to  these  latter  awards  the 
board  recommends  that  action  bj  the  War  Department  also  be  de- 
ferred pending  a  possible  reconsideration  of  the  law  by  Congress. 

4.  The  board  then  refers  to  certain  other  instances  where  medals 
were  awarded  for  causes  which  it  did  not  consider  as  distinguished 
conduct  in  action^  viz,  to  one  John  B.  Lynch,  for  carrying  dispatches ; 
to  one  Thomas  Gilbert,  for  picking  up  shells  and  extinguishing  burn- 
ing fuses ;  to  John  C.  Hesse  and  Joseph  K.  Wilson,  for  bringing  off 
colors  of  the  Eighth  United  States  Infantry  concealed  about  their 
persons  while  quartered  at  San  Antonio  when  that  post  was  surren- 
dered to  the  Confederates ;  to  29  officers  and  men  comprising  the  so- 
called  Lincoln  body  guard;  to  one  Eobert  Storr,  a  British  subject 
who  enlisted  in  the  Union  Army  and  died  in  service ;  to  Dr.  Mary  E. 
Walker,  a  female  contract  surgeon,  concerning  whom  there  is  no  evi- 
dence of  distinguished  gallantry,  and  to  one  James  M.  Hawken  for 
extinguishing  a  fire  in  a  Government  storehouse. 

5.  Keference  is  made  in  the  report  to  awards  to  five  civilians, 
among  them  being  William  F.  Cody,  the  board  expressing  the  opin- 
ion that  they  rendered  distinguished  service  in  action  and  fully 
earned  their  medals,  and  expressing  also  the  hope  that  a  modification 
of  the  law  will  permit  them  to  retain  the  medals. 

6.  The  board  invites  attention  to  the  comparatively  small  number  of 
awards  of  the  medal  of  comparison  with  tne  large  number  of  officers 
and  men  who  have  served  m  the  Army;  suggests  that  insignia  in 
addition  to  the  medal  of  honor  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  reward- 
ing meritorious  services;  points  out  the  inadvisability  of  awarding 
the  medal  of  honor  to  civilians ;  recommends  that  the  rules  embodied 
in  the  Army  regulations  governing  the  award  of  the  medal  of  honor 
be  enacted  into  law  as  a  sure  and  satisfactory  guide  for  future  awards ; 
and,  in  conclusion,  expresses  the  opinion  that  once  a  medal  of  honor 
or  other  insignia  has  oeen  awarded  to  an  officer  or  enlisted  man  ac- 
cording to  law  he  should  not  be  deprived  of  it  except  by  the  judgment 
of  a  military  court  for  causes  disgraceful  to  the  military  service. 

7.  Certain  questions  have  arisen  in  connection  with  the  report  of 
the  board,  and  in  considering  these  questions  it  is  proposed  to  point 
out  certain  features  of  the  law  and  of  the  report  of  the  board  with  a 
view  to  reach  some  conclusion  *as  to  what  action,  if  any,  it  is  now 
incumbent  upon  the  War  Department  to  take  in  connection  with  the 
execution  of  the  terms  of  the  law. 

8.  It  will  be  observed,  in  the  first  place,  that  while  the  law  directs 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  convene  the  board,  yet  that  there  is  no  re- 
quirement therein  that  the  board  shall  make  its  report  to  the  Secretary 
or  to  anyone.  In  this  connection  it  is  significant  that  the  board  does 
not  address  its  report  to  anyone. 

9.  It  will  also  be  observed  that  while  the  law  provides  that  "  in 
any  case  in  which  said  board  shall  find  and  report  that  said  medal  was 
issued  for  any  cause  other  than  that  hereinbefore  specified,  the  name 
of  the  recipient  of  the  medal  so  issued  shall  be  stricken  permanently 
from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list,"  yet  that  neither  the  War 
Department  nor  any  person  is  charged  with  the  execution  of  this 
portion  of  the  legislation. 
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10.  With  regard  to  "  the  official  medal  of  honor  list "  mentioned  in 
the  law,  there  may  be  some  doubt,  for  in  reality  there  are  two  medal 
of  honor  lists,  one  the  Medal  of  Honor  Circular,  which  contains  the 
names  of  all  persons  to  whom  the  medal  has  been  awarded,  and  the 
other  the  Army  and  Navy  Medal  of  Honor  Roll,  authorized  by  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  April  27^  1916,  which  contains  the  names 
of  322  medalists  whose  cases  come  within  the  terms  of  the  act  and  who 
are  entitled  to  a  special  pension  of  $10  per  month.  It  may,  no  doubt, 
be  considered  as  reasonably  certain  that  the  "  list "  mentioned  in  the 
act  of  June  3,  1916,  is  the  comprehensive  Medal  of  Honor  Circular 
referred  to  hereinbefore,  and  the  board  so  viewed  the  matter,  but  still 
there  is  the  slight  uncertainty  which  perhaps  should  not  be  entirely 
ignored. 

11.  Furthermore,  the  law  of  June  3, 1916,  makes  it  a  misdemeanor 
for  any  person  in  whose  case  the  board  took  adverse  action  "  to  wear 
or  publicly  display  said  medal "  and  provides  further  that  "  if  he 
shall  still  be  in  the  Army,  he  shall  be  required  to  return  said  medal  to 
the  War  Department  for  cancellation."  The  law  prescribes  no  pun- 
ishment for  the  misdemeanor,  nor  does  it  charge  anyone  with  the 
execution  of  the  provisions. 

12.  For  reasons  specifically  stated  on  pages  3-^5  of  the  report  of 
the  board,  the  provisions  set  forth  in  section  122  of  the  act  of  June 
3,  1916,  are  most  unsatisfactory  and  if  the  terms  thereof  are  to  be 
construed  strictly  and  carried  into  execution  in  accordance  with  that 
strict  construction  injustice  will  certainly  result,  but  still  if  the  terms 
thereof  are  to  be  viewed  as  mandatory  and  can  be  ccmstrued  as 
charging  the  War  Department  with  the  execution  thereof,  perhaps 
there  is  no  alternative  but  to  enter  immediately  upon  the  task  of 
carrying  out  the  terms  of  the  legislation. 

13.  In  reverting  again  to  the  report  of  the  board,  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  recommendation  is  made  therein  that  the  War  Department 
defer  action  in  certain  specified  cases  imtil  the  matter  can  receive 
the  careful  consideration  of  Congress.  In  making  this  recommenda- 
tion it  assumes  that  the  War  Department  is  in  duty  bound  to  execute 
the  terms  of  the  law,  but  fails  to  enter  into  any  discussion  of  the 
right  of  the  department,  or  of  any  one,  to  defer  action  in  the  matter. 

14.  In  view  of  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  board  by  the  law  it 
seems  doubtful  that  any  useful  purpose  will  be  served  by  entering 
into  any  discussion  of  its  action  in  any  particular  case,  out  still  it 
may  not  be  out  of  the  way  to  mention  the  fact  that  of  all  the  cases 
in  which  it  took  adverse  action,  only  two  names  are  borne  on  the 
Army  and  Navy  medal  of  honor  roll  authorized  by  the  act  of  April 
27,  1916,  viz,  William  F.  Cody  ("  Buffalo  Bill  "),  now  deceased,  and 
John  C.  Hesse. 

•  15.  With  regard  to  the  latter,  who  is  the  only  one  who  would 
suffer  any  pecuniary  loss,  not  to  mention  the  very  much  greater  loss 
in  distinction  and  honor,  that  would  result  if  the  adverse  action  of 
the  board  in  this  case  were  to  be  followed,  it  may  not  be  deemed  in- 
appropriate to  recite  the  facts  in  his  case,  as  they  appear  in  the  offi- 
cial records.  Copies  of  his  application  for  the  medal  and  of  a  record 
of  the  action  taken  thereon  are  as  follows : 

Washington,  D.  C,  Scptemher  6,  1S6^. 
Sir:  Bellevlnjj  that  I  am  entitled  to  receive  a  medal  of  honor  as  provided  by 
the  resolution  of  Congress,  under  date  of  July  12,  1862,  to  provide  for  the  pre- 
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sentatlod  of  medals  of  honor  to  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  volunteer  forces 
who  have  distinguished  or  may  distinguish  themselves  in  battle  during  the 
present  war,  I  have  the  honor  to  make  the  following  statement : 

At  the  outbreak  of  the  rebellion  the  headquarters  of  the  Eighth  Infantry  were 
stationed  at  San  Antonio,  Tex.  I  was  a  corporal  of  Company  A  of  that  regi- 
ment and  detailed  as  clerk  at  its  headquarters.  On  the  2dd  day  of  April,  1861, 
the  officers  and  a  few  enlisted  men  at  that  time  present  at  San  Antonio  were 
taken  prisoners  by  rebel  troops  under  the  command  of  Col.  Van  Dom,  aU  the 
officers  with  the  exception  of  Lieut.  Ed.  L.  Hartz,  adjutant,  Eighth  Infantry, 
left  a  few  days  afterwards  for  the  States.  A  few  days  subsequent,  going  to  the 
former  office  of  the  regimental  headquarters,  the  building  then  in  poesesaion 
and  under  control  of  the  rebels,  I  met  there  Lieut.  Hartz  and  Sergt  MaJ.  Joseph 
K.  Wilson,  Eighth  Infantry  (now  second  lieutenant,  Eighth  Infantry). 

Our  regimental  colors  being  in  the  office,  Lieut.  Hartz  proposed  to  us  to 
take  the  colors  from  the  staffs,  conceal 'them  beneath  our  clothes,  and  try  to 
carry  them  off.  We  did  so.  I  took  the  torn  color  the  regiment  had  carried 
through  the  Mexican  War,  put  it  around  my  body  under  my  shirt  and  blouse* 
and  passed  out  of  the  building,  which  was  strongly  guarded  by  the  ret>el8; 
our  good  luck  would  have  it  that  the  rebels  did  not  suspected  what  a  precious 
load  we  carried  with  us ;  if  they  had,  our  lives  would  not  have  been  worth  much. 
We  put  the  colors  in  one  of  Lieut*  Hartz's  trunks  and  next  day  left  San 
Antonio  for  the  north.  On  the  route  we  guarded  the  colors  with  our  lives, 
always  fearing  that  the  rebels  might  find  out  what  we  had  taken  away  and 
come  after  us,  but  they  did  not.  We  arrived  safe  with  our  colors  on  the  26tli 
of  May,  1861,  In  Washington,  and  turned  them  over  to  the  regiment. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  that  I  am  entitled  to  the  honor  in  re- 
ceiving a  medal,  as  I  believe  that  Congress  intended  to  award  them  to  enlisted 
men  who  have  done  acts  similar  to  mine. 

I  therefore  very  respectfully  request  that  I  may  receive  one,  believing  that 
I  have  performed  one  of  the  highest  duties  of  a  soldier,  "having  sav^  the 
colors  of  my  regiment,'*  and  it  will  always  be  a  happy  day  for  me  if  I  can  see 
my  regihi^it  marching  with  their  colors  flying  and  can  say  that  color  I  have 
carried  on  my  body  and  have  rescued  It  from  the  hands  of  the  rebels. 

i  am,  Colonel,  very  respectfully, 
Your  obedient  servant, 

John  C.  Hesse, 
Formerly  Corporal,  Company  A,  Eighth  Infantry. 

Col.  E.  D.  Town  SEND, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

Washington,  D,  C. 

The  foregoing  letter  bears  an  indorsement  signed  by  Edward  L. 
Hartz  to  the  eflfect  that  the  statement  is  true,  whereupon  the  follow- 
ing action  was  taken : 

Wab  Depabtment, 
Adjutant  General's  Oftice, 

Washington,  September  10,  1864, 
Mr.  John  Potts, 

Chief  Clerk  War  Department, 
Sib:  The  Secretary  of  War  directs  that  you  cause  a  medal  of  honor  to  be 
engraved  for  Corpl.  John  C.  Hesse,  Company  A,  Eighth  United  States  Infantry, 
for  good  conduct  in  saving  the  colors  of  his  regiment  from  capture  by  the 
rebels  in  Texas  in  1861. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  D.  Town  SEND,        • 
Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

16.  In  view  of  the  facts  recited,  the  question  may  vfM  be  raised 
as  to  whether  Mr.  Hesse  can,  with  justice,  be  deprived  of  the  honor 
of  holding  the  medal  of  honor,  and  involved  in  this  question  is  the 
more  important  one  as  to  whether  the  War  Department  has  any 
authority  to  review  or  change  in  any  respect  the  findings  of  the 
board,  ^he  Secretary'  was  directed  by  the  terms  of  the  law  to  con- 
vene the  board ;  and  while  perhaps  it  aoes  not  necessarily  follow  that 
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the  power  to  convene  the  board  also  gives  the  Secretary  the  power 
to  review  or  change  its  findings,  yet  on  the  other  hand  the  4)ower  to 
convene  often  carries  with  it  more  or  less  power  to  review ;  and  as 
the  board  in  its  report  by  recommending  that  the  department  defer 
action  thereby  concedes  that  the  department  has  some  discretion  in 
the  matter,  perhaps  it  would  not  be  an  unwarranted  construction 
of  the  law  to  go  even  further  and  hold  that  it  is  not  restricted  in  its 
action  by  the  report  of  the  board  but  can  refuse  to  carry  out  such 
of  its  findings  as  may  seem  to  be  contrary  to  the  views  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

17.  The  board  did  not  take  adverse  action  in  the  case  of  any  per- 
son now  serving  in  the  Army,  so  the  requirement  in  the  law  provid- 
ing for  the  return  of  the  medal  by  any  such  person  for  cancellation 
is  inoperative.* 

18.  Involved  in  the  foregoing  comments  are  certain  questions  con- 
cerning which  an  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the 
Armv  is  desired,  viz: 

(a)  Should  the  law  in  question  be  so  construed  as  to  make  it  man- 
datory upon  the  War  Department  to  carry  out  its  terms  in  accord- 
ance with  the  finding  of  the  board  of  officers? 

(6)  If  the  foregoing  question  be  answered  in  the  affirmative,  has 
the  War  Department  any  authority  to  review  the  report  of  the 
board,  carrying  out  certain  of  its  findings  and  refusing  to  carry  out 
others,  or  is  it  bound  by  the  report  of  the  board  in  executing  the 
terms  of  the  law? 

(c)  If  it  be  held  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  War  Department  to  exe- 
cute the  terms  of  the  law  in  accordance  with  the  findings  of  the 
board,  has  it  authoritv  to  defer  action,  as  recommended  by  the  board, 
or  is  it  mandatory  that  it  proceed  at  once  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions? 

(d)  If  it  be  held  to  be  the  duty  of  the  War  Department  to  pro- 
ceed immediately  to  execute  the  terms  of  the  law,  wnat  specific  steps 
should  it  take  in  doing  so? 

{e)  Should  the  "official  medal  of  honor  list"  referred  to  in  the 
law  be  regarded  as  the  Medal  of  Honor  Circular  described  herein- 
before? 

( /)  Is  it  incumbent  upon  the  War  Department  to  take  any  action 
witn  regard  to  so  much  of  the  law  as  makes  it  a  misdemeanor  for 
any  one  to  wear  or  publicly  display  the  medal  whose  right  thereto 
has  been  acted  upon  adversely  by  the  board  ? 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War : 

H.  P.  McCain. 

[First  Indorsement.] 

War  Department, 
Judge  Advocate  General's  Office, 

February  7, 1917. 
The  Adjutant  General. 

1.  The  accompanying  report  of  the  board  of  officers  appointed 
under  section  122  of  the  national  defense  act  of  June  3,  1916,  to  in- 
vestigate and  report  upon  past  awards  or  issues  of  the  so-called  con- 

1  Error— case  of  one  army  officer  acted  on — Asa  Bird  Gardiner.     M.  S.  W. 
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gressional  medal  of  honor  by  or  through  the  War  Department,  has 
been  referred  to  this  oflSce  for  opinion  upon  certain  questions  wnich, 
with  the  answers  thereto,  are  as  follows  : 

Question  (a).  Should  the  law  in  question  be  so  construed  as  to  make  it 
mandatory  upon  the  War  Department  to  carry  out  its  terms  in  accordance 
with  the  finding  of  the  board  of  officers? 

In  the  opinion  of  this  office,  the  question  should  be  answered  in 
the  affirmative  so  far  as  the  statute  calls  for  action  falling  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  statute  charges  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  with  the  duty  of  convening  the  board  and  provides  inter' 
alia: 

And  in  any  case  In  which  said  board  shall  find  and  report  that  said  medal 
was  issued  for  any  cause  other  than  that  hereinbefore  specified  the  name  of 
the  recipient  of  the  medal  so  issued  shall  be  stricken  permanently  from  the 
official  medal  of  honor  list.  It  shall  be  a  misdemeanor  for  him  to  wear  or 
publicly  dlspay  said  medal,  and,  if  he  shall  stiU  be  in  the  Army,  he  shall  be 
required  to  return  said  medal  to  the  War  Department  for  canceUatlon. 

This  statute  apparently  calls  for  administrative  action  in  the  fol- 
lowing particulars  : 

(1)  That  the  "name  of  the  recipient  of  the  medal  so  issued  shall 
be  stricken  permanently  from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list " ;  and 

(2)  That  if  the  recipient  "  shall  still  be  in  the  Ai'my,  he  shall  be 
required  to  return  said  medal  to  the  War  Department  for  cancella- 
tion." 

It  is  stated  that  none  of  the  recipients  in  whose  cases  the  board 
finds  that  the  award  was  improperly  made  are  still  in  the  Army,  so 
that  the  only  administrative  action  required  of  the  department  is 
that  the  name  of  the  recipient  shall  be  stricken  permanently  from  the 
official  medal-of -honor  list.  As  this  list  is  under  the  control  of  the 
War  Department,  I  can  not  escape  the  conclusion  that*  the  duty  of 
giving  effect  to  this  provision  rests  with  the  Secretary  of  War.^ 

Question  (6).  If  the  foregoing  question  be  answered  in  the  affirmative,  has 
the  War  Department  any  authority  to  review  the  report  of  the  board,  carrying 
out  certain  of  Its  findings  and  refusing  to  carry  out  others,  or  is  it  bound  by 
the  report  of  the  board  in  executing  the  terms  of  the  law? 

In  the  opinion  of  this  office,  the  act  confers  no  authority  upon  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  review  the  report  of  the  board  by  carrying  out 
certain  of  its  findings  and  refusing  to  carry  out  others.  It  is  ex- 
pressly provided  in  the  language  above  quoted  that  "  in  any  case  in 
which  said  board  shall  find  and  report "  that  the  medal  was  issued 
for  anjr  cause  other  than  that  specified  in  the  statute  "  the  name  of 
the  recipient  of  the  medal  so  issued  shall  be  stricken  permanently 
from  the  medal-of-honor  list."  There  is  here  no  discretion  vested 
in  the  Secretary  of  War  to  review  the  report  of  the  board,  but  the 
statute  enjoins  that  the  action  shall  be  taken  in  any  case  in  which  the 
board  "shall  find  and  report"  that  the  award  was  issued  for  a  cause 
other  than  that  specified  in  the  statute.  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  is  bound  by  the  report  of  the  board  in  executing 
the  terms  of  the  law. 

Question  (c).  If  it  be  held  that  It  is  the  duty  of  the  War  Department  to 
execute  the  terms  of  the  law  In  accordance  with  the  findings  of  the  board,  has  it 
authority  to  defer  action,  as  recommended  by  the  board,  or  is  it  mandatory 
that  it  proceed  at  once  to  carry  out  the  provisions? 


1  There  is  one.  Asa  Bird  Gardiner. 
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The  statute  enjoins  that  effect  shall  be  given  to  the  findings  and 
report  of  the  board,  and  I  find  nothing  therein  which  would  justify 
the  Secretary  of  War  in  deferring  action,  as  recommended  by  the 
board.  I  am  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has 
the  duty  to  proceed  at  once  to  give  effect  to  the  finding  of  the  board 
that  certain  medals  of  honor  were  issued  for  causes  other  than  those 
specified  in  the  statute. 

Question  (d).  If  it  be  held  to  be  the  duty  of  the  War  Department  to  proceed 
Immediately  to  execute  the  terms  of  the  law,  what  specific  steps  should  it  take 
in  doing  so? 

The  statute  requires  that  action  shall  be  taken  in  matters  falling 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  follows :    ' 

(1)  That  the  name  of  the  recipient  of  a  medal  of  honor  issued  for 
a  cause  other  than  that  specified  "shall  be  stricken  permanently 
from  the  official  medal  of  honor  list." 

(2)  That  if  the  recipient  "  shall  still  be  in  the  Army,  he  shall  be 
required  to  return  said  medal  to  the  War  Department  for  cancella- 
tion." 

As  the  findings  of  the  board  show  no  recipient  of  a  medal  of  honor 
issued  for  a  cause  other  than  that  specified  by  the  statute  is  still  in 
the  Army,  the  only  steps  required  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  way 
of  giving  execution  to  the  statute,  is  to  order  that  the  names  of  such 
recipients  "  be  stricken  permanently  from  the  official  medal  of  honor 

Question  (e).  Should  the  "official  medal  of  honor  list"  referred  to  in  the 
law  be  regarded  as  the  Medal  of  Honor  Circular  described  hereinbefore? 

The  papers  show  that  a  circular  has  been  published  by  the  War 
Department  which,  with  the  supplements  thereto,  contains  a  list  of 
all  the  medals  of  honor  issued  by  the  War  Department,  comprising, 
it  is  stated,  more  than  2,600  names  of  recipients  of  such  medals. 
This  is  the  only  official  list  in  the  War  Department  of  all  the  medals 
of  honor  issued  by  the  War  Department,  and  is,  therefore,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  office,  the  only  "  official  medal  of  honor  list."  Under 
the  act  of  April  27,  1916,  there  is  "  established  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  Navy  Department,  respectively,  a  roll  designated  as  'the 
Army  and  Navy  medal  of  honor  roll.'" 

This  roll  is  limited  by  the  terms  of  the  act  to  persons  who  have 
"  attained  or  shall  attain  the  age  of  sixty-five  years,"  and  who  have 
been  "awarded  a  medal  of  honor  for  having  in  action  involving 
actual  conflict  with  an  enemy  distinguished  himself  conspicuously 
by  gallantry  or  intrepidity,  at  the  risk  of  his  life,  above  and  beyond 
the  call  of  duty,"  etc.  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  medal  of 
honor  list  referred  to  in  section  122  does  not  include  the  medal  of 
honor  roll  described  in  the  act  of  April  27, 1916. 

Question  (f).  Is  it  Incumbent  upon  the  War  Department  to  take  any  action 
with  regard  to  so  much  of  the  law  as  makes  it  a  misdemeanor  for  anyone  to 
wear  or  publicly  display  the  medal  whose  right  thereto  has  been  acted  upon 
adversely  by  the  board? 

This  question,  in  the  opinion  of  this  office,  should  be  answered  in 
the  negative.  The  statute,  while  making  it  a  misdemeanor  for  a  re- 
cipient whose  name  has  been  stricken  from  the  official  medal  of 
honor  list  to  wear  or  publicly  displav  his  medal,  falls  short  of  pre- 
scribing a  penalty  for  the  otfense.     ft  imposes  no  duty,  however,  on 
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the  War  Department  to  enforce  this  provision,  certainly  not  with 
respect  to  any  person  not  in  the  military  service.  It  is  clear,  there- 
fore, that  it  is  not  incumbent  upon  the  War  Department  to  take  any 
action  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  statute  in  this  regard. 

E.  H.  Crowder, 
Jvdge  Advocate  General. 
Approved  February  9,  1917. 

Newton  D.  Baker, 

Secretary  of  War. 

[Circular.] 

medat^  of  honor  issued  by  the  war  department  up  to  and  includ- 
inq  september  1,  1904. 

War  Department, 
W ojiKington^  D.  C,  September  i,  190i. 
The  following  list  of  the  names  of  those  to  whom  the  medal  of 
honor  has  been  awarded  up  to  and  including  September  1,  19(Mr,  is 
published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  all  concerned. 

Wm.  H.  Taft, 

Secretary  of  War. 
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Volume  of  Briefs. 

File  of  2,625  Cases  Showing  Synopsis  and  Basis  of  Award  in  Each  Case. 

Cases  Nos.  1  to  864,  Inclusive  (ld970-19901,  22771-22792,  24583).  "The  term 
of  service  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Infantry,  being  about  to  expire,  the 
regiment  was  ordered  to  Arlington  Heights,  Va.,  where  It  arrived  June  25, 
1863,  preparatory  to  being  sent  home  for  muster  out.  While  the  regiment  was 
at  that  place  the  President  requested  it  to  remain  in  service  a  short  time 
longer,  on  account  of  Lee*8  invasion  of  Pennsylvania.  About  300  officers  and 
enlisted  men  volunteered  to  remain,  and  did  remain,  at  Arlington  Heights. 
Va.,  In  the  defenses  south  of  the  Potomac,  until  the  result  of  the  battle  of 
Gettysburg  was  known.  They  were  sent  home  on  July  4.  The  remainder 
of  the  regiment,  consisting  of  about  560  officers  and  enlisted  men,  was  sent 
home  on  July  1.  The  entire  regiment  was  mustered  out  of  service  at  Port- 
land, Me.,  on  July  17,  1863.  On  January  24,  1865,  medals  of  honor, 
864  In  number,  were  Issued  to  all  members  of  the  regiment  who  were  mus- 
tered out  with  It.  The  official  reconls  show  that  it  was  intended  to  issue  the 
medal  to  those  who  volunteered  to  remain  in  service  beyond  the  expiration  of 
their  term,  but,  evidently  through  Inadvertence,  the  medal  was  also  Issued 
to  about  560  members  of  the  regiment  who  did  not  volunteer  to  remain  in 
service.  The  records  do  not  show  either  the  names  of  those  who  volunteered 
to  remain  or  of  those  who  did  not  so  volunteer.** 

October  28,  1864,  a  true  copy  of  the  names  of  the  commissioned  officers  and 
enlisted  men  mustered  out  of  service  of  the  United  States  July  17,  1863,  com- 
plle<l  from  the  original  muster-out  rolls  of  said  regiment  now  on  file  In  this 
office.     Samuel  Brock,  Acting  Adjutant  General. 
General  Order,  195,  June  29,  1863. 

September  29,  1864,  letter  to  John  Potts  from  Acting  Adjutant  General, 
inclosing  list  for  whom  medals  are  to  be  prepared. 

January  24,  1865,  letter  from  Acting  Adjutant  Greneral  Samuel  Brock  to  gov- 
ernor of  Maine,  in  which  he  transmits  list  of  Twenty-seventh  Maine  to  whom 
medals  have  been  granted  by  the  department.  Medals  sent  by  express.  Bequest 
to  cause  them  to  be  distributed  to  persons  to  whoni  awarded. 

January  31,  1865,  governor  of  Maine,  Samuel  Cony,  acknowledges  receipt  of 
medals  by  express  and  Inclosed  list. 
Brief  PRD  1892. 

January  16,  1892,  Adjutant  General's  office  letter  to  adjutant  general  of 
Maine. 

January  23,  1892,  Adjutant  General's  office  letter  to  Capt.  E.  M.  Rand,  adju- 
tant Twenty-seventh  Maine  Infantry. 

January  27,  1892,  letter  from  E.  M.  Rand,  adjutant,  to  Adjutant  General. 
No  date,  adjutant  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Volunteers,  E.  M.  Rand,  furnishes 
list  of  Company  A,  Twenty-seventh  Maine,  who  were  at  Arlington  Heights  July 
4,  1863.  ^ 

April  7,  1892,  Lieut.  Moses  S.  Hurd,  Company  B,  furnishes  list  of  Company 
B,  who  remained  after  term  of  service  expired. 

April  20,  1892,  Capt  Getchell  furnishes  list  of  Company  E,  who  remained 
after  term  of  service  expired. 

Adjt  Rand  furnishes  list  of  Company  I,  who  volunteered  to  stay  four  days 
after  expiration  of  term  of  service. 

April  14, 1892,  incomplete  list  of  Company  G,  Twenty-seventh  Maine  furnished 
by  Lieut.  Shaplelgh,  of  those  who  remained  after  their  term  of  service  had 
expired. 

December  29,  1891 ;  January-  8,  1892 ;  January  18,  1892,  letters  Capt.  H.  B. 
Osgood,  United  States  Army. 
February  16, 1892,  letter  to  adjutant  general  State  of  Maine. 
April  5,  1892,  letters  to  eight  company  commanders  Twenty-seventh  Maine, 
asking  for  lists. 
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June  27,  1916  *  adjutant  general  State  of  Maine  furnished  printed  history  of 
the  Twenty-seventh  Maine. 

EiKht  hundred  and  sixty-four  me<hils  issued  June  24,  1865. 

One  to  864,  inclusive,  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Volunteer  Infantry. 
Cases  Nos.  90H   to  1)31    (491565).     Es<'ort    President   Lincoln's   remains   from 

Washington,  D.  (\,  to  Spriuglield,  111.,  April,  1865.     Testimony  faithful  and 

exemplary  conduct. 

May  2(>,  1865,  manuscript  letter,  unsigned,  addressed  to  Capt.  McCainly, 
Ninth  Regiment  Veteran  Reserve  Coi*ps,  stating  that  report  had  been  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  of  satisfactory'  and  faithful  service  of  officers  and  first 
sergeants  escorting  Lincoln's  remains. 

May  9,  1865,  memorandum  of  letter  in  manuscript  addressed  to  John  Potts, 
chief  clerk,  War  Department,  signecfE.  D.  T.  (No  record  of  this  letter  found 
in  Record  Division  of  War  Department. 

I-<etter  incloses  list  of  four  oflScers  and  25  first  sergeants,  all  of  the  Veteran 
Resen^e  Corps,  and  directs,  in  name  of  Secretary  of  War,  appropriate  medals  of 
honor. 

Twenty-nine  m*^dals  issued  May  20,  1865. 


918.  Hoppy,  Edward. 

919.  Karr,  John. 

920.  Lewis,  Rufus  W. 

921.  Marshall,  A.  Judson. 

922.  McCamly,  James  M. 

923.  Murphy,  Edward. 

924.  Nelson,  Jacob  F. 

925.  Noble,  William  H. 

926.  Pardun,  James  M. 
Sedgwick,  Ir^in  M. 
Smith,  Frank  T. 
Smith,  John  P. 
Swinehart,  Chester. 
Wiseman,  William  H. 


927. 
928. 
929. 
930. 
981. 


IW8.  Barry,  John  P. 

904.  Bnlock,  Luther  E. 

905.  Callaghan,  Patrick. 

906.  Carey,  Frank. 

907.  Carpenter,  Samuel. 

908.  Carr,  Augustus  E. 

909.  Collins,  James. 

910.  Cornwell,  Addison. 

911.  Daly,  William  F. 

912.  Durgln,  AVllllam  W. 

913.  Durkee,  Joseph  H. 

914.  Edwards,  John  R. 

915.  Forehand,  Lloyd  D. 

916.  Goodrich,  George  E. 

917.  Hanna,  John. 

General  Order  \     Headquarters  First  Brigade,  Veteran  Reserve:  Corps. 

No.  36.       /  Washington,  i>.  C,  April  19,  J 865. 

Pursuant  to  orders  from  hend(iunrters,  department  of  Wiishington,  requiring 
that  1  captain,  3  subalterns  and  25  first  sergeants  be  detailed  as  a  guard  of 
honor  to  escort  the  remains  of  the  late  President  to  their  final  resting  place 
In  Illinois,  and  that  the  detail  consist  of  the  best  and  most  reliable  men  in  the 
command,  the  following-named  officers  and  first  sergeants  are  detailed  for  this 
duty,  and  the  commanding  officer,  Capt.  James  McCamly,  will  report  for  in- 
structions to  Brig.  (ien.  fc.  1).  Townsend,  Assistant  Adjutant  (Jeneral,  at  the 
War  Department  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  to-morrow  the  20th  Instant. 

«  *  *  «  '        «  *  4c 

Rv  command  of  Col.  George  W.  Gile: 

H.  M.  Brewster, 
Captairt  and  Actihff  AnftUtant  Adjutant  GeneraL 

Case  No.  977  (934-1S91).    Distinguished  services  iieiformed  during  the  Civil 

War. 

April  2.  1892,  Adjutant  General  furnishes  military  i-ecord  of  977:  states: 
**  Handed  to  me  by  977,  April  2.  1892,  for  file ;  signed  by  Breck ;  note  at  iwttom 
original  memorandum  in  handwriting  of  clerk,  and  Interlineations  i>resumed  to 
be  in  handwriting  of  977." 

I^etter,  September  IS,  1872,  from  J)77,  to  Secretary  of  War  Belknap,  requests 
medal  of  hoiurr  under  (4eneral  Order  No.  195;   in  last  paragraph  states:    **  I 


» July  11,  1916,  W.  S.  Hasty,  secretarj'  Twenty-sevenih  Regiment  Mainti  Assoclatloii, 
furnished  a  list  of  officers  and  enlisted  men,  still  living,  who  remained  after  their  term  or 
nervice  expired,  and  assisted  in  the  defenses  of  VVashinarton.  This  list  was  taken  from 
Col.  Stone's  History  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Regiment  Association.  In  this  list 
appear  the  names  of  L.  Nason,  private.  Company  B ;  George  Hobbs  and  Justin  Spinney, 
volunteer  recruits,  who  are  not  included  in  the  omcial  medal  of  honor  list,  and  received  no 
medals.  Deducting  these  three  from  the  312  named  by  him.  there  remain  309  on  the 
official  list.  The  War  Department  records  partially  confirm  this  list  for  Companies  A,  B, 
E,  I,  and  G. 
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understand  there  ai^  a  number  of  bronze  medals  for  distribution  t6  soldiers  of 
the  late  war,  and  recjuest  may  be  allowed  one  as  a  souvenir  <»f  memorable  times 
now  past.'* 

April  1,  1892,  H.  T.  Crosby,  chief  clerk,  makes  affidavit  by  letter  basis  upon 
which  medal  was  Issued ;  sub8cril)ed  and  sworn  to ;  same  date  Crosby  writes 
letter  to  Adjutant  General;  says  when  chief  clerk  he  became  personally  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  noted. 

January  19,  1891.  Adjt.  Gen.  Kelton's  letter  to  Schofleld,  stilting  that  on 
September  8,  1872,  977  applied  by  letter  t(»  Secretary  of  War  for  medal  be- 
cause he  had  volunteered  his  8er\ice8  in  Pennsjivania  and  Maryland  campjiijcn. 
1863,  and  was  recommended  for  brevet.  Asked  that  he  might  be  allowed  medal 
as  souvenir  of  memorable  times  now  past;  approved  by  Secretary  of  War, 
stating  invariable  custom  of  this  office  to  have  name  of  recipient  and  precise 
statement  of  particular  service  engraved  before  delivery.  The  engraver's 
bill  shows  15  medals  while  the  War  Department  records  show  issup  of  16. 
In  view  of  the  proposition  to  enter  the  Army  Register,  question  presented  **  Was 
the  medal  now  in  possession  of  977  given  as  a  mere  souvenir  or  can  it  be  classed 
as  medal  of  honor  formally  granted-  under  resolution  July  12,  1862?" 

January  20,  1891,  Indorsement.  Oen.  Schofleld  states  medal  "does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  been  formally  granted  to  977  and  can  not  be  clas.sed  jis  one  of  the 
medals  of  honor.'* 

Note  by  S.  Breck,  Adjutant  General,  directs  name  be  taken  off  list  of  Army- 
Register,  and  it  has  been  done. 

April  30,  1892,  brief  of  977  case  submitted  to  Schofleld ;  stated  **  merits  of 
claim  not  in  question,  as  that  action  had  been  taken  by  the  Secretary,  long  since 
out  of  office" 

One  medal  issued  September  23,  1872. 

977.  Gardiner,  Asa  B. 

Cases  N<»s.  958  and  959  (7560  X.  S.  A.  G.  O.  87).  Offered  his  services  to  Gov- 
ernment and  remained  in  service  several  weeks  after  tenn  of  enlistment  had 
expired,  during  Lee's  invasion  of  Pennsylvania. 

959.  June  17,  1863,  offered  his  services  to  the  Government  and  remained  In 
service  several  weeks  after  expiration  of  his  term. 
March  14,  1887,  Col.  G.  W.  Mind  11  asks  medals  for  these  two  men. 
April  27.  1887,  letter  Adjutant  General  to  Secretary  of  War  shows  record 
and  service. 

May  .^,  1887,  letter  to  chief  clerk ;  preparation  of  two  medals. 
May  17,  1887,  Secretary  of  War  approve<l  award  of  medals  to  these  two  men 
on  the  ground  of  their  voluntary  tender  of  service  in  the  defense  of  Pennsyl- 
vania after  the  term  for  which  they  were  mustered  had  expired. 
Two  medals  issued  May  11,  1887,  and  May  17,  1887. 

958.  Lambert,  William  H.,  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Volunteer  Infantry. 

959.  Pierson,  Stephen,  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  960  (6332(:?  88).  June  17,  1863.  Offered  his  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  remained  in  service  several  weeks  after  his  term  of  enlistment  had 
expired. 

July  9,  1888,  this  man  requested  medal  under  General  Order  195,  War  De- 
partment. 1863. 

July  14,  1888,  Adjutant  General  indorsement:     This  case  similar  to  that  of 
Thomas  Ree<l  to  whom  medal  of  honor  was  granted  by  Secretary  of  War. 
July  20,  1888,  medal  will  be  issued  by  order  of  Secretary  of  War. 
July  24,  1888,  letter  to  chief  clerk ;  preparation  of  medal. 
August  4,  1888,  medal  awarded  for  distingruished  service  while  sergeant  Com- 
pany K,  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 
One  medal  issued  August  4,  1888. 

960.  Leport,  William  T..  Company  K,  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  961  (13975B  79).  June  17,  1863.  Offered  his  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  remained  In  service  several  weeks  after  expiration  of  term  of  en- 
listment. 

November  1,  1879,  this  man  asks  for  medal  under  General  Order  195,  .Tune 
29,  1863. 

November  11,  1879,  Adjt.  Gen.  Townsend  says:  **There  was  no  money  pro- 
vided  for  obtaining  meflals  referred  to  under  General  Order  195,  1863.     On 
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applying  for  more  particular  instructions  the  Adjutant  General  was  directed 
to  defer  action  on  the  suhject  iudeflnltoly." 

April  7,  1884.  this  man  again  asks  for  medal  umler  General  Order  195,  1863, 
for  which  he  applied  in  1879,  citing  provsions  of  act  of  March  3,  1863. 

April  9,  1884,  notation :  "  It  is  understoo<l  that  there  Is  a  large  stock  of 
medals  on  hand  from  which  this  can  be  issued  if  deserved.     L.  W.  T." 

April  25,  1884,  R.  C.  Drum,  Acting  Adjutant  (general,  says  large  stock  medals 
still  on  hand. 

Copy  of  General  Order  195,  June  29,  1863. 

April  28,  1884,  Secretary  of  War  Lincoln  notes:  "A  medal  wlU  be  issued  in 
this  case  from  stock  on  hand.*' 

One  medal  issued  May  17.  1884. 

961.  Reed,  Thomas,  Company  C,  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Volimteer  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  955  (6991I>  86).  June  17,  1863.  Volunteered  the  services  of  his  regi- 
ment and  continue<l  It  in  sendee  several  weeks  after  its  terms  had  expired. 

October  4.  1886,  this  man  requests  information  in  regard  to  his  commnnica- 
tlon  to  the  War  Department  three  months  previous  in  reference  to  medal  of 
honor. 

June  27,  1886,  letter  of  applicant  requesting  medal ;  describes  service,  giving 
•copy  of  correspondence  between  President  Lincoln  and  himself  as  colonel  of 
the  regiment. 

July  22,  1886,  Adjutant  General's  brief  showing  military  record  and  service. 

In  1884  T.  AI.  Reed,  member  of  Twenty -seventh  New  Jersey,  applied  for  a 
medal  under  General  Order  195,  1863. 

Adjutant  General  invites  attention  to  hLs  former  report  tliat  no  money  was 
provided  for  obtaining  the  medals  contemplated  by  this  order  (195). 

April  28,  1884,  Secretary  of  War  directed  the  issuance  of  medal  to  Reed 
from  stock  on  hand. 

August  21,  1886,  Indorsement:  "No  action,  file,  by  order  Acting  Secretary  of 
TVar:  Saml.  Hodgklns,  acting  chief  clerk." 

February  2,  1887,  Secretary  of  War  authorizes  medal  of  honor  to  be  sent  to 
this  man  (R.  C.  D.). 

Letter  of  chief  clerk,  February  4,  1887,  requesting  engraving  of  medal. 

One  medal  issued  February  10,  1887. 

955.  Mindil.  George  W..  Twenty-seventh  New  Jersey  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1733  (52960-97).  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5,  1864.  Under  heavy  fire  of 
advancing  enemy,  picked  up  and  carried  several  hundreds  yards,  to  a  place  of 
safety,  a  wounded  officer  of  his  regiment,  who  was  helpless  and  would  other- 
wise have  been  burned  in  the  forest 

December,  1893,  this  man,  by  aflftdavlt,  applies  for  medal,  describing  incident 
Capt.  Cooley,  commanding  battalion,  eyewitness,  dead. 
Adjutant  General's  Office  record  clear  as  far  as  this  man  is  concerned,  but 
reports  of  officers  meager  and  do  not  mention  names  of  officers  of  Capt  Cooley's 
command. 

"  No  action  to  be  taken  until  something  official  turns  up.    H.  S.  B." 
March,  1897,  this  man  reopens  case,  referring  to  former  application. 
April  23,  1897,  forwarded  letters  from  Lieut  Col.  Head  and  Capt  McNaught: 
very  meager  testimony. 

July  23,  1897,  Alger  presents  medal. 

August  26,  1897,  Capt.  John  C.  White,  retired,  seeing  notice  of  award  of 
medal,  says  in  a  private  letter  that  Lieut  Col.  1733  did  not  carry  Lieut  Staples 
to  the  rear,  as  alleged;  that  he  (Capt.  White,  a  sergeant  at  the  time)  and  an- 
other sergeant  carried  the  lieutenant  to  the  rear. 
•    One  medal  issued  July  23,  1897. 
1733.  Patterson,  John  H.,  Twenty-second  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1531  (289865).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.    Conspicuous  bravery 

on  third  day  of  battle  in  countercharge  against  Pickett's  Division,  where  be 

fell,  severely  wounded,  within  enemy's  lines. 

June  29,  1891,  Lieut.  J.  F.  Aytown  requests  medal  for  this  man;  describes 
incident. 

June  22,  1864,  Glen.  Helntzelman  telegram  in  regard  to  escaped  prisoner. 

January  3,  1866,  letter  Gen.  Barlow  recommends  this  man  for  brigadier  gen- 
anil's  commission. 
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January  13»  1866,  Gen.  Grant,  not  approved. 

July  1. 1867,  Ueut.  Col.  W.  E.  Hinks,  Fortieth  Infantry. 

July  10,  1891,  A.  G.  Vincent,  adverse  recommendation. 

July  11,  1891,  Acting  Secretary  concurs. 

July  22,  1891,  Senator  Dawes  forwards  petition  signed  by  43  members  Nine- 
teenth Massachusetts  Regiment  Association. 

September  25,  18®1,  Schofleld  recommends  medal  for  conspicuous  bravery 
third  day  at  Gettysburg;  nearly  all  deserving  of  higher  rewards,  this  man 
among  these. 

September  26,  1891,  Assistant  Secretary  directs  issue. 

One  medal  issued  October  6,  1891. 

1531.  Rice,  Edmund,  Nineteenth  Massachusetts  Volunteers  and  Fifth  United 
States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1758  (30892).    Cane  River  Crossing,  La.,  April  23,  1864.    Voluntarily 

led  successful  assault  on  a  fortified  position. 

March  30,  1892,  letter  applicant,  through  his  Member  Congress,  to  President, 
asking  for  medal. 

Copies  and  two  original  recommendations  and  requests  respecting  brevet 
assignment  and  appointment  during  Rebellion. 

January  21,  1892,  Schofield,  adverse  recommendation. 

March  1,  1897,  E.  B.  Whitney,  Assistant  Attorney  General,  renews  applica- 
tion ;  Incloses  original  letter  Ma j.  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks,  June  14,  1869 ;  mentioned 
particularly  for  distinguished  service ;  leading  regiment  in  charge. 

Gen.  William  B.  Franklin,  October  11,  1864.  same  mention. 

Capt.  H.  C.  Conradie  letter,  December,  1897,  details  service  at  battle. 

Capt.  J.  M.  Bagley,  One  hundred  and  thirty-seventh  New  York,  confirms  Con- 
radie*s  statement. 

Maj.  Davis  believes  evidence  sufficient  to  support  claim  and  recommends 
presentation  of  medal. 

June  30,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued,  June  5,  1894. 

1758.  Beech,  John  P.,  Ordnance  Department,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1765  (354656).  Swifts  Creek,  Va..  May  9,  1864.  During  sudden  night; 
attack  on  Buniham's  brigade,  resulting  In  such  confusion,  this  man,  without 
waiting  for  orders,  led  regiment  forward  and  interposed  line  between  ad- 
vancing enemy  and  Hunt's  battery,  repulsing  attack  and  saving  guns, 
August  18,  1892,  Senator  Chandler  and  Congressman  Mllliken  each  ask 
me<lal  for  this  man. 

ilxtracts  contemiwraneous  reix)rts:  May  25,  1864,  Gen.  Brookes;  May  22, 
1864,  Gen.  Burahj\m :  July  16,  1866,  Gen.  Ord. 

Applications  of  Chandler  and  Mllliken  were  returned,  evidence  being  too 
meager.    Evidence  eyewitnesses  required. 

Capt.  J.  A.  Sanborn,  Tenth  New  Hampshire,  gives  statement;  extracts  His- 
tory New  Hampshire  Troops,  Thirteenth  Regiment. 

August  23,  1893,  Grant  directs  issue  of  medal  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  August  31,  1893. 

1765.  0)Ughlln,  John,  Tenth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1476  (402001).  Near  Fort  Wagner,  S.  C,  July  13,  14,  and  18,  1863. 
V*>luntarily  perf (arming  picket  duty  under  fire,  attacked  and  surrender  de- 
manded; kUled  assailant.  Responded  to  call  for  volunteers  to  reconnoiter 
enemy's  position;  went  within  enemy's  lines  under  fire;  exposed  to  great 
danger.  Voluntarily  exposed  himself  with  great  gallantry  during  an  assault; 
received  three  wounds;  permanently  disabled  for  active  service. 
December   5,   1894,    Congressman    Cochran,   through   his   secTetary,   submits 

papers  recommending  this  man  for  medal. 

December  12,  1894,  Adjutant  General  asks  for  further  particulars. 

Affidavit  of  applicant  and  the  following  affidavits   submitted:   August  16» 

1897,  W.  T.  Manley ;  August  28,  1897,  Lieut.  H.  C.  Shultz ;  September  11,  1897^ 

George  C.  Sparks,  color  sergeant,  Corpl.  Paul  Parkin;  Octol>er  5,  1S97,  Lieut. 

H.  C.  Shulte. 

Certificate,  Lieut.  James  Himrod,  Forty-eighth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Letter,  William  T.  Manley,  dated  June  9,  1894. 

February  26,  1897,  this  man  again  reopens  case  and  furnishes  additional 

statements  signed  by  himself,  dated  July  13,  14,  and  18,  1863. 
October  13,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
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One  medal  Issued  October  23,  1807. 

1476.  Hlbson,  Joseph  C,  Forty-eighth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Oase  No.  1753  (353^02).     Nashville,  Tenn.,  OtH-ember  10,  1S64.     I-ed  bb«  reg! 

nient  over  five  lines  of  the  enemy's  works,  where  he  fell,  severely  wounded. 

August  9,  1892,  this  man  asks  for  medal.    Describes  service. 

August  24,  1892,  returned,  application  to  be  made  by  some  dlsinterestetl  per- 
son ;  evidence  of  eyewitnesses. 

December,  1892,  petition  signed  by  11  members  of  Fifty-first  Indiana  Vol- 
unteers for  medal  for  1753. 

Similar  petition  sent  through  Gen.  T.  J.  Wood,  signed  by  eight  officers  of 
Fifty-first  Indiana. 

March  31,  1893,  letter  of  Gen.  T.  J.  Wood  for  medal,  for  this  man. 

June  15,  ISaS,  letter  of  Gen.  D.  S.  Stanley. 

June  7,  1893.  letter  of  1753  to  Gen.  Stanley. 

April  12,  1893,  aflldavlt  of  G.  W.  Scearce.  Fifty-first  Indiana. 

August  22,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  L.  A.  Grant  issues  medal  for  conspicu- 
ous gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  September  1.  1893. 

1753.  Anderson,  Marlon  T.,  captain.  Company  D,  Fifty-first  Indiana  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1333   (3H4372).     rhick>»saw  Bayou,   Miss.,  December  29.  1862.     lied 

his  regiment  against  a  superior  force,  strongly  entrenched,   and   held  his 

ground  when  all  support  had  been  withdrawn. 

March  9,  1894,  Gen.  E.  A.  Carr  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

May  5,  1894,  denied.  Medals  are  not  given  to  general  or  other  officers  for 
leading  their  commands.    Does  not  come  within  the  spirit  of  the  law. 

March  23,  1894,  statement  of  eyewltnes.ses  called  for.  No.  1333  submits  ex- 
tracts of  rebellion  records. 

August  15,  1894,  affidavit  of  Lyman  Richardson,  captain.  First  Nebraska  In- 
fantry, staff  of  Gen.  Thayer. 

August  31.  ISIH.  letter  of  (4en.  John  M.  Thayer. 

January  11,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  issued  January  17,  1895. 

1333.  Williamson.  James  A.,  colonel  I'ouith  Iowa  Infantry. 

Case  No.  l.')2(;  (409237).    Burnt  Ordin.iry.  Xn..  January  19,  1S(>3.     Was  one  of  a 

small  scouting  party  that  charged  and  routed  a  mounted  force  of  the  enemy 

six  times  their  number.    He  le<l  the  charge  in  a  most  gallant  and  distlugulsbed 

manner,  going  far  beyond  the  call  of  duty. 

June  26,  1897,  J.  B.  0*Nell  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavit  of  1526;  statement  of  Maj.  W.  C.  McCandless.  Fifth  Pennsylvania 
Cavalry,  page  130,  volume  18,  series  1,  U.  R. ;  statement  of  Peter  O'Hara,  Com- 
pany K. 

Additional  testimony  calleil  for  and  affidavits  of  1526,  F.  M.  Smith,  and 
J.  Anderson  submitted. 

January  20,  1863,  newspai)er  clipping  describing  Incident. 

July  19,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal  for  leading  charge  In  most 
gallant  and  distinguished  manner. 

One  medal  Issued  August  2,  1897. 

1526.  McKeever,  Michael,  private,  Company  K,  Fifth  Pennsylvania  Cavalr>'. 

Case  No.  ir)r)9   (450537).     Gcttysbur;.',  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.     Voluntarily  assisted 

woundeil  comrade  to  place  of  apparent  safety   while  enemy  were   in  close 

proximity ;  received  wound  resulting  in  amputation  of  leg. 

August  12,  1S90,  this  man  by  attidavlt  requests  medal. 

AlHdavits:  ('apt.  J.  M.  Pipes,  Capt.  E.  M.  Ilobinson,  Pvt.  G.  N.  Donian,  all 
One  hundred  and  fortieth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

May  13,  189(5,  letter  Sergt.  (i.  W.  Small,  One  liundrtMl  and  fortieth  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

July  24,  1806,  letter  Cori>l.  J.  I.  Smith,  One  hundred  and  fortletli  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

(Ktober  26,  1896,  Assistant  Sw»retary  Doe  awards  me<lal. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1896. 

l.V»9.  Puniian,  James  Jackson,  Ctanpany  A,  One  hundred  and  fortieth  IVnn- 
sylvanla  V(»lnnttH'rs. 
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Case  No.  1563   (466265).    Near  M^orpfleia,  W.  Va.,  September  11, 1863.    Volun- 
tarily crossed  branch  Potomac  River  under  fire  to  rescue  wounded  comrade 
held  prisoner  by  enemy ;  woundeil  and  taken  prisoner  In  attempt. 
January  7,   1897,  Congressman   Atcheson  gubqilts  papers  and   petition   for 
tills  man  signed  by  C»pt.  B.  W.  I>enny,  Maj.  George  T.  Work  and  25  others  of 
Twenty -second  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Aifidavlt  S.  S.  Bayne  and  statement  January  20,  1897,  G.  T.  Work,  major; 
B.  W.  Denny,  captain. 
Affidavit  H.  L.  PraU. 

August  2,  1897,  after  careful  consideration,  evident  this  man  brave  soldier; 
exhibition  valor,  etc. ;  adverse  decision  reached. 
Supplemental  report  submitted  August  2,  1897. 

Following  additional  testimony  and  petitions  submitted  August  19,  1897: 
Colonel,  major  and  12  enlisted  men  Twenty-second  Pennsylvania  Cavalry  peti- 
tion; affidavit  of  applicant;  affidavit  of  Lacock,  Enoch,  Ross,  Wise,  all  com- 
rades Twenty-second  Pennsylvania,  Company  P. 

Letter  recommendation  Col.  Greenfield,  Maj.  Work,  Com.  Sergt.  Hedge,  who 
Indorse  affidavits  and  petitions. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  4,  1898. 

1563.  Slusher,  Henry  C,  Twenty-second  Pennsylvania  Cavalrj'. 

Case  No.  1440  (402701).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    While  acting  fts  an 

aid,  voluntarily  led  a  regiment  to  the  relief  of  a  battery  and  recaptured  its 

guns  from  the  enemy. 

December  31,  1893.  Congressman  D.  E.  Sickles  submits  papers  recommending 
this  man  for  medal. 

January  16,  1894,  letter  of  H.  E.  Tremaln  recommending  1440  for  award  of 
medal. 

August  15,  1870,  Lieut.  Sam  Peoples  requests  medal ;  describes  incident. 

January  9,  1894,  Affidavit  of  Col.  Hugo  Hlllebrandt,  Thlrty-nlntli  New  York 
Volunteers. 

January  4,  1894,  affidavit  of  Eben  M.  Door,  aid  to  Gen.  Robertson. 

Extract  of  contemporaneous  report  of  A.  P.  Martin;  mentions  this  man  for 
gallantry. 

Maj.  Gen.  Geo.  Sykes  commends  this  man ;  "  richly  deserves  promotion  for  his 
conduct,  and  I  trust  the  Governmrnit  will  not  withhold  It."  (P.  594,  vol.  27, 
pt  1,  series  1.) 

February  28,  1894,  Secretary  of  War,  statement  and  record  as  to  facts  are 
too  uncertain  and  conflicting.  Application  denied.  The  rewarding  of  an  act 
because  successful,  which  would,  in  case  of  failure,  have  called  for  severe  cen- 
sure, if  not  greater  punishment. 

H.  L.  Terrill  states,  please  consider  that  I  have  spoken  in  his  behalf. 

December  6,  1894,  Senator  Edward  Murphy  is  requested  to  bring  case  to  per- 
sonal attention  of  Secretary  of  War.  Inclosed  with  Mr.  Patterson's  letter  is 
copy  of  letter  of  Gen.  Sickles  dated  May  27,  1894. 

Copy  of  resolution  of  third  Army  Corps  Union. 

May  18.  1804,  copy  of  certificate  of  Capt.  Martin. 

May  27,  1871,  newspaper  clipping  describes  this  man's  military  career. 

June  5,  1894,  report  and  resolution,  of  the  Mi'ltary  Order  of  the  Loyal  Legion. 

December  15,  1894,  original  and  supplementary  brief  in  this  case  submitted 
to  Secretary  of  War. 

Dec»ember  17,  1804,  Secretary  Lamont  awards  medal  for  gallantry  at  Gettys- 
burg. 

One  medal  Issued  December  29,  1894. 

1440.  Fassett,  John  B.,  Captain  Company  F,  Twenty-third  Pennsylvania 
Infantrj'. 

Case  No.  1468  (452332).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  19,  1863.    Voluntarily  carried 

a  verbal  message  from  Col.  A.  C.  Parry  to  Gen.  Hugh  Ewlng  through  a  terrific 

fire  and  in  plain  view  of  the  enemy. 

June  9,  1896;  this  man  asks  for  medal.  Supports  his  application  by  affidavit 
of  Col.  T.  T.  Taylor  of  Forty-seventh  Ohio  Infantry;  affidavit  of  Lieut.  H.  W. 
Durrell,  Forty-seventh  Ohio  Infantry ;  affidavit  of  Corpl.  L.  Guhe,  Forty-seventh 
Ohio  Infantry,  and  Lieut.  J.  W.  Du  Cliemin,  Forty-seventh  Ohio  Infantry. 

June  16,  1896,  application  denied.  Application  should  have  been  made  by 
some  one  other  than  the  recipient. 
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July  4,  1896,  resolution  of  Post  No.  204,  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  De- 
partment of  Ohio. 

Letter  of  CJol.  Taylor. 

Affidavit  of  William  B.  Everson. 

August  15,  1896,  requirements  have  been  fulfilled,  and  medal  is  presented 
by  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  during  assault  of 
May  19,  1863. 

One  medal  issued  August  24,  1896. 

1468.  Brown,  John  H.,  first  sergeant.  Company  A,  Forty-seventh  Ohio  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1483   (572268).    Elk  River,  Tenn.,  July  2.  1863.     Voluntarily  joined 

small  party  that,  under  heavy  fire,  captured  a  stockade  and  saved  bridge. 

January  6,  1890,  Lieut.  W.  W.  Calkins,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Illinois, 
asks  medal  for  this  man  and  incloses  in  support  affidavit  of  1483,  affidavits  of 
Capt.  W.  H.  Collins,  Capt.  R.  J.  Gage,  Lieut.  Col.  Douglas  Haitman,  Sergt 
George  Marsh,  and  Pvt.  A.  N.  Hurin,  all  August  and  October,  1897. 

Report  John  Beatty,  commanding  First  Brigade,  dated  July,  1863,  describes 
incident  of  engagement ;  also  Maj.  Gen.  Negley  reports  engagement 

March  12,  1900,  medal  awarded  by  Acting  Secretary  Melklejohn. 

One  medal  issued  March  27,  1900. 

1483.  Houghton,  George  L.,  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Illinois 
Volunteers. 

Case   No.    1434    (496588).     Monterey   Mountain,    Pa.,    July   4,    1863.      WhUe 

commanding   regiment    charged    down    mountain    side,    night,    heavy    rain, 

upon  enemy's  fleeing  wagon  train.     Many  wagons  captured  and  destroyed 

and  many  prisoners  taken. 

October  21.  1897,  J.  T.  Hunter  asks  medal  for  this  man;  incloses  personal 
letter  Qm,  J.  Kilpatrick,  June  21,  1880. 

Charge  of  brigade  under  this  man  mentioned  in  report  Col.  M.  P.  Richmond, 
September  5,  1863. 

Report  1434,  August  17,  1863,  of  engagement 

Further  evidence  submitted  present  not  sufficient,  medal  not  for  brave  leader- 
ship. 

Letter  December  28,  1897,  L.  G.  Estes;  copy  of  records  referred  to  and 
another  affidavit  of  applicant  sent  January  4,  1898. 

April  2,  1898,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  7,  1898. 

1434.  Capehart,  Charles  E.,  First  West  Virginia  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1491  (477096).  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  November  20,  1863.  Voluntarily  ac- 
companied party  to  destroy  buildings  within  enemy's  lines,  whence  sharp- 
shooters had  been  firing,  disregarded  order  to  retire,  remained,  fired  build- 
ings, imminent  risk  life,  advancing  enemy. 

April  21,  1897,  H.  Brearley.  Seventeenth  Michigan,  asks  medal  for  this  man; 
describes  Incident;  accompanied  by  statement  Lieut  Col.  F.  W.  Swift,  Seven- 
teenth Michigan. 

March  1,  1897,  statement  of  applicant  describing  Incident 
Quotation  from  Rebellion  Records,  report  Lieut.  S.  N.  Benjamin,  Second  United 
States  Artillery. 
July  26,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  August  3,  1897. 
1491.  Shepard.  Irwin,  Company  E,  Seventeenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1541    (479026).     Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  November  23,  1863.     Excused 
from  duty  account  sickness,  went  to  front  In  command  storming  party,  with 
conspicuous  gallantrj^  participated  In  assault  Missionary  Ridge;  here  wound- 
ed, permanently  disabled. 
February  25,  1895,  Col.  G.  W.  Mlndll,  Thirty-third  New  Jersey  Volunteers, 

asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  Incident. 

Februarv  27,  1895,  Gov.  Werts  of  New  Jei*sey  also  asks  for  medal. 

Report  i)ecember.  1863,  Col.  Mlndil,  also  letter  Capt.  H.  C.  Bartlett  Aprtl  24, 

1864,  with  indorsements  of  Maj.  Peloutet,  Lieut.  Col.  K   Fouratt,  and  Surg. 

J.  Simons  on  application  for  transfer  of  this  man  to  Volunteer  Reserve  Corps, 
March  12,  1895,  denied  evidence  insufficient.  • 
March  14,  1895,  Col.  Mlndil  letter  asks  rec-on  si  deration. 
March  20,  1895,  no  new  facts — plain  duty. 
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May  7,  1897,  Vice  President  G.  A.  Hobart  transmits  letter  Gen.  Mlndil  May  3, 
1897,  fuller  details. 

Indorsement  August  12,  1897,  adverse  action  canceled. 

August  17,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal  for  conspicuous  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 

1541.  Toffey,  John  J.,  Company  G,  Thirty-third  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

Case   No.    1269    (555407).     Near   the   Chattahoochie   River,    Ga.,    October   1, 
1864.     While  escaped  prisoner  war  within  Confederate  lines  witnessed  im- 
portant movement  enemy ;  great  risk  made  his  way  through  lines  and  brought 
news  of  movement  to  Sherman's  army. 
July  19, 1898,  W.  S.  Green  asks  medal  for  this  man.    December  2, 1898  2,  L.  G. 

Elstes,  assistant  adjutant  general,  describes. 
February  21,  1899,  letter  Gen.  William  Ludlow. 
Statement  of  1269  showing  military  record. 
Pamphlet,  Experiences  In  Rebel  Military  Prisons,  by  1269. 
June  15,  1899,  applicant  requests  medal;  describes  services;  sworn  to  same 

date. 

Map  drawn  by  applicant  showing  route  of  escape. 

July  31,  1899,  Secretary  Alger  awards  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  August  4,  1899. 

1269.  Keen,  Joseph  S.,  Company  D,  Thirteenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1234  (491543-523618).    Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862.    When 

break  occurred  on  extreme  right  wing  of  Army  Cumberland,  this  man  rallied 

fugitives  from  other  commands  and  depl9yed  his  own  regiment,  checking 

Confederate  advance  until  new  line  established. 

August  14,  1897,  this  man  asks  for  medal,  accompanied  by  extracts — com- 
mendatory reports ;  January  7,  1863,  Lieut.  Col.  Chas.  Hotchklss  commends  him 
specifically. 

June  30, 1898,  Gen.  H.  V.  Boynton  asks  for  medal  and  describes  service. 

April  28, 1899,  Col.  C.  T.  Hotchklss,  Eighty-eighth  Illinois,  letter. 

Statement  June  30.  1902,  Lieut,  and  Adjt  J.  M.  Grosh,  Eighty-ninth  Illinois. 

July  11,  1902,  Gen.  Young's  board  recommends  medal  for  most  distlngulshea 
gallantry  In  action ;  approved  by  Secretary  Root,  July  19, 1902. 

One  medal  Issued  August  6, 1902. 

1234.  Farquhar,  John  M.,  Eighty-ninth  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1230  (672  A  80).    Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.    Oak  Grove.  Va., 

June  25,  1862.    Bravery  In  repulsing  enemy's  charge  on  battery.     Crawled 

outside  lines  and  obtained  Important  Information. 

May  22,  1888,  this  man  files  application  for  medal,  with  following  afli- 
davits  and  statements,  etc.:  February  22,  1888,  affidavit  F.  A.  Bletcher,  ser- 
geant Second  New  Hampshire;  Sergt.  T.  E.  Marshall,  July  31,  1888;  certifi- 
cate Lieut.  E.  L.  Bailey,  Fourth  Infantry,  hearsay  evidence,  Sept.  10,  1887; 
affidavit  A.  A.  Forbush,  May  18,  1888;  affida\it  Pvt.  A.  F.  Baxter,  AprU  30, 
1888 ;  June  4,  1888,  Congressman  McKinney  writes  Secretary  of  War. 

July  28.  1888,  affidavit  by  F.  A.  Fletcher,  sergeant. 

July  27,  1888,  statement  A.  A.  Forbush  explaining  affidavit. 

June  21,  1888,  Secretary  of  War  states  this  man  brave  and  faithful  soldier 
but  case  does  not  come  under  the  law  for  a  medal. 

May  19, 1889,  Senator  H.  W.  Blair  asks  for  medal. 

Senator  Blair  calls  upon   Secretary   of  War,   also  the  applicant. 

August  21,  1889,  applicant  submits  affidavits  of  Marshall,  Forbush,  and 
Fletcher :  "  Most  gallant  and  daring  at  Williamsburg ;"  Fletcher  says  he  should 
have  stated :  **  The  best,  most  gallant,  conspicuous,  and  pravest  soldier  par- 
ticularly In  battle  of  Williamsburg." 

August  2,  1889,  Schofleld  states :  "  In  my  opinion  this  man  should  be  given 
medal  under  act  of  Congress,  July  12,  1862. 

Schofleld,  Acting  Secretary  of  War,  October  4,  1889,  approves  and  medal 
awarded. 

One  medal  issued  October  10,  1889. 

1230.  Dillon,  Michael  A.,  Company  G,  Second  New  Hampshire  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1233  (252903).  Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.  Fair  Oaks,  Va., 
May  30-31,  1862.  Big  Shanty,  Ga.,  June  14-15,  1864.  Assisted  in  driving 
rebel  skirmishers  to  their  main  line.    Participated  In  action  though  excused 
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from  duty  because  of  disability.    In  cliarge  with  company  first   man  on 

enemy *s  works. 

This  man  applies  through  an  attorney  for  medal,  Inclosing  affidavit  of  him- 
self dated  December  1,  189(),  also  affidavit  October  16,  1890. 

September  22.  1890,  complete  testimony  and  evidence  of  Identity  required. 

Letter  January  12,  1891,  Capt.  DeLacey  specially  commendatory  service  Wil- 
liamsburg. 

Affidavits  Second  Lieut.  S.  M.  Lutz,  Corpls.  J.  H.  White,  and  Peter  Briscoe, 
dated  October  25,  1890. 

Militarj*  record  Civil   War,   taken  from  pension  claim   record. 

January  21,  1891,  affidavit  of  applicant. 

February  6,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  medal  be  granted. 

Assistant  secretary,  having  personally   reviewed  case  directs  issue. 

One  medal  issued  February  13,  1891. 

1233.  Fallon,  Thomas  T.,  Company  K,  Thirty-seventh  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  976  (1713-72).  Platte  Blver,  Nebr.,  April  26,  1872.  Galantry  hi 
action. 

April  28,  1872,  letter  Col.  J.  J.  Reynolds,  Third  Cavalry,  specifically  recom- 
mends this  man  for  medal  for  gallant  conduct  in  affair  with  hostile  Sioux. 

April  27,  1872,  report  of  Capt.  Melnhold,  Third  Cavalry. 

May  4,  1872,  approved  by  Gen.  Sheridan. 

May  22,  1872,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medals  as  recommended. 

Employed  as  guide  by  quartermaster,  1872  and  1873. 

One  medal  issued  May  22,  1872. 
976.  Cody.  William  P.,  guide. 

Case  No.  997    (7694-94).     Apache  campaign;   summer   of  1896.     Voluntarilj' 

carried  dispatches  through  region  hostile  Indians,  making  journey  70  miles 

in  one  night,  walking  30  miles  next  day.    Commanded  detachment  Infantry, 

then  without  an  officer,  in  pursuit  of  Geronimo's  baud;  assigned  command 

on  own  request. 

May  13,  1894,  letter  Col.  Lawton  to  Gen.  Miles  with  reference  to  question 
of  brevets  for  Indian  service. 

July  22,  1894,  detailed  statement  Lieut.  Col.  Lawton  to  Assistant  Adjutant 
General. 

June  7,  1894,  Acting  Adjutant  Gen.  Gilmore,  letter  to  Lieut.  Col.  Lnwton  asks 
particulars  as  to  date  of  action  of  gallantry  specified. 

October  6,  1894,  letter  Col.  Lawton  to  Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

February  5.  189,5,  Indorsement  Gen.  Miles :  "  The  inclosed  letter  from  Col. 
Lawton  was  duly  received,  but  at  the  time  there  were  objections  to  granting 
brevets  to  some  officers  that  I  had  recommended,  and  I  delayed  sending  these 
papers  forward,  hoping  that  I  should  be  able  to  go  to  Washington  and  per- 
sonally lay  the  matter  before  the  authorities.  I  now  most  earnestly  renew 
the  recommendation,  calling  espedal  attention  to  the  letter  of  Col.  Lawton 
w^hich  describes  one  of  the  most  laborious,  persistent,  and  heroic  campaigns 
in  which  men  were  ever  engaged,  and  the  fact  that  Capt.  Leonard  Wood, 
assistant  surgeon,  volunteered  to  perform  the  extraordinary,  hazardous,  and 
dangerous  service  is  creditable  to  him  In  the  highest  degree.  For  his  gal- 
lantry on  the  13th  of  July  In  the  surprise  and  capture  of  Geronimo's  camp  I 
recommend  that  he  be  breveted  for  services  on  that  date.** 

April  1,  1898,  brief  of  Adjutant  General's  Office. 

Memorandum  for  Secretary  of  War  made  by  Adjutant  General  In  connection 
with  award  of  medal  to  Maj.  John  O.  Skinner. 

Copies  correspondence  between  (ien.  Miles  and  Assistant  Adjutant  General 
and  Col.  Lawton. 

Adjutant  General's  brief  of  case  dated  18I>0:  Entered  into  duties  contract 
surgeon  from  June  17, 18Ho:  contract  annulled  August  10, 1886.  to  enable  him  to 
accept  appointment  as  assistant  surgeon,  United  States  Army;  nominated  as 
assistant  surgeon,  Unitetl  States  Army,  January  .5,  1SS(J,  confirmed  as  such  July 
26,  18S6;  commissioned  as  assistant  surgeon,  July  30,  1.SS6,  to  lank  as  such  from 
January  5,  1886,  date  of  nomination ;  apiwintment  actually  accepted  August  11, 
ISSn:  under  long  established  decision  of  department,  August  11,  1886,  is  date 
on  which  his  status  as  commissioned  officer  of  Army  l>egan. 

May  10,  1916,  opinion  Judge  Advocate  (ieneral  in  regard  to  contract  surgeons; 
lnten)retation  of  the  words  "action"  and  "war,"  May  27,  1916. 

Recommended  for  brevet  "  summer  1S86  "  by  N.  A.  Miles  May  26,  1890. 
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September  30,  1890.  notation  "(Jen.  S.  will  \^e  plad  to  recommend  l)revet 
in  this  case,  If  he  was  in  a  fight  so  as  to  oonie  within  the  law." 

EJxtract  Seoretar>'  of  War's  report,  vol.  1,  pages  178-180. 

Extract  report  Capt.  Lawton,  Fourth  Cavalry,  also  rejwrt  applicant  dated 
1886. 

Chronolojrical  list  Indian  engagements  connecte<i  with  recommendations  for 
brevets. 

June  22,  1894,  report  Lieut.  C<>1.  I^wton. 

March  20.  1894,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal.      (Indorsement.) 

One  medal  issued  April  8,  1898. 

997.  Wood,  lieonard.  Assistant  Surgeon,  United  States  Army. 

Case  Xo.  1447  (483859).     Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.     Without  orders  led 

charge  of  his  squadron  upon  flank  of  enemy,  checked  attack,  cut  off  and  dis- 
persed rear  of  column.  » 

June  7,  18J>7,  (Jen.  D.  McM.  Gregg  asks  medal  for  this  man  and  Congressman 
Maish  forwards  same,  together  with  affidavit  Corpl.  Si^eese,  Third  Pennsylvania 
Cavalry,  sworn  to  June  22,  1897. 

June  15,  1897,  affidavit  Capt.  D.  M.  Gilmore. 

June  5,  1897,  affidavit  Sergt.  G.  W\  Heagy. 

June  15,  1897,  affidavit  W.  H.  Uicker,  first  sergeant. 

May  31,  1897,  statement  W.  B.  Ralle,  captain.  Third  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

June  25,  1897,  affidavit  Pvt.  S.  A.  Foreman,  Third  Pennsylvania. 

Commendatory  extracts  in  the  history  of  (iettysburg  Battlefield  Memorial 
Association. 

Proceedings  at  dedication  of  monumental  shaft  to  Cavalry. 

July  16,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  me<lal  issued  July  21.  1897. 

1447.  Miller,  William  E.,  Third  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1448  (504671).  Chickamauga,  Ga.,  September  19,  1863.  Missionary 
Ridge,  Tenn.,  Noveml>er  25,  1863.  While  in  arrest,  left  place  in  rear,  volun- 
tarily went  to  line  of  battle,  fought  gallantly  during  two  days'  battle;  released 
from  arrest,  recognition  braverj'.  First  to  enter  enemy's  works,  severely 
wounded,  losing  arm,  declined  dischjrrge.  remained  active  service  until  end 
of  war. 

Capt.  J.  J.  Noah,  Second  Minnesota  Infantry,  asks  medal,  inclosing  affidavit. 

April  1.  1S06,  Col.  J.  W.  Ri.Mhop,  Soc^ond  Minnesota  Volunteers. 

Aprtl  15,  1896,  Sergt.  S.  P.  Norton. 

March  3,  IKSO,  military  re<-ord  AdlutJiist  (ieneraVs  Office. 

September  28,  1863,  (4en.  Thomas's  indorsement  on  (^n.  Bramian's  request 
for  release  of  this  man  from  arrest. 

Dei-ember  10, 1863,  liieut.  Col.  J.  W.  Bishop  reports  name  of  this  man  for  gal- 
lant and  meritorious  conduct. 

June  16.  1896,  facts  do  not  present  proper  case  for  award. 

Januao  H.  1898,  (ien.  H.  V.  Boynton  asks  reconsideration. 

March  22,  1898,  affidavit  of  this  man. 

May  7,  1897,  affidavit  Sergt.  S.  P.  Norton. 

November  12,  1897,  affidavit  Sergt.  A.  S.  Nobles. 

March  10,  letter  Capt.  J.  J.  Nojih  concurred  In  and  signed  by  13  Senatois  and 
Congressmen. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898. 

1448.  Reed,  Axel  H.,  Company  K  Se<ond  Minnesota  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1505  (494aSl).  Miaslonary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.  To  en- 
courage his  men  whom  he  bad  ordered  to  lie  down  while  under  severe  fire, 
and  who  were  partially  protected  by  slight  earthworks,  himself  refused  to 
lie  down,  but  walked  along  the  top  of  the  works  until  he  fell,  severely 
wounded. 

July  1,  1898,  Lieut.  Col.  R.  M.  Johnson,  One  hundredth  Indiana  Infantry 
Volunteers  asks  medal ;  describes  service. 

July  31,  1897,  letter  of  Lieut.  C.  List. 

October  3,  1897,  letter  of  Col.  J.  M.  Loomls. 

Letters  and  extracts  commendatory  and  contemporaneous,  two  reports  of 
Col.  A.  Heath,  one  of  Col.  J.  M.  Loomls. 
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July  7,  18d8,  additional  evidence  submitted— letters  of  Col.  R.  M.  Johnson, 
One  hundredth  Indiana  Infantry  Volunteers,  Capt.  J.  Balllnger,  and  letter  of 
1505,  dated  June  14,  1898,  and  sworn  to. 

Affidavit  of  Col.  R.  M.  Johnson,  July  7,  1898. 

Affidavit  of  Pvt.  D.  N.  Pugh,  One  hundredth  Indiana  Infantry  Volunteers. 

Affidavit  of  Pvt.  B.  F.  Smith,  One  hundredth  Indiana  Infantry  Volunteers. 

October  14,  1897,  Maj.  G.  W.  Davis,  brief. 

Affidavit,  April  22,  1899,  of  Col.  R.  M.  Johnson  is  submitted  by  Senator 
Fairbanks. 

May  2,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  In  action. 

One  medal  Issued  May  16,  1899. 

1505.  Bnouse,  Charles  W.,  captain  Company  K.,  One  hundredth  Indiana 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1437   (383346).  Shelbyville,  Tenn.,  June  27,  1863.     Led  one  of  the 

most  desperate  and  successful  charges  of  the  war. 

February  2,  1894,  Gen.  Stanley  requests  medal  for  this  man  and  describes 
service. 

Extracts  of  battle  reports  of  Col.  R.  H.  G.  Mhity,  July  8,  1863;  also  Gen. 
Stanley's  report  of  July  8,  1863;  extract  of  Lieut  Col.  Sipes,  July  11,  1863. 
Specific  mention  in  all  these  reports  of  1437. 

April  7,  1894,  application  denied.    Conduct  gallant,  but  only  obeying  orders. 

April  12,  1894,  Congressman  Woomer  forwards  request  of  J.  D.  Patterson. 
Request  of  Mr.  Patterson  concurred  in  by  Hon.  T.  J.  Stewart,  secretary  of 
internal  affairs  of  Pennsylvania. 

June  8.  1894,  this  case  has  been  reconsidered  upon  new  matter,  and  medal 
was  Issued  for  distinguished  and  extraordinary  bravery. 

One  medal  Issued  June  14,  1894. 

1437.  Davis,  Charles  C.  major.  Seventh  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1739  (175163).  Peebles  Farm.  Va.,  October  1,  1864.    At  risk  of  own 

life,   while   regiment   falling  back   before   superior   enemy   force,    dragge«i 

wounded  and  helpless  officer  to  rear,  saving  him  from  death  or  capture. 

November  30,  1897,  affidavit  E.  C.  Sinclair,  first  sergeant,  Tenth  Infantry, 
asking  medal  for  this  man. 

December  10,  1897,  affidavit  John  Mahoney. 

November  29,  1897,  affidavit  Emanuel  Wodlc. 

Report  dated  October  3,  1864,  Maj.  James  Grlndlay,  One  hundred  and  forty- 
sixth.  New  York;  commendatory  mention. 

December  8.  1897,  affidavit  W.  C.  Stuart,  corporal. 

Report  made  by  applicant  showing  part  taken  by  regiment  at  the  engage- 
ment, dated  October  11,  1864. 

December  12,  1898.  Meiklejohn  awards  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  December  12,  1898. 

1739.  Schwan,  Theodore,  Tenth  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1241  (329391).  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862;  Chancellors- 

vllle,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     Seized  the  colors  and  led  command  through  terrible 

fire  of  cannon  and  musketry.    In  a  hand  to  hand  fight  recaptured  the  colors 

of  his  regiment. 

May  23,  1892,  this  man  applies  for  medal;  Incloses  commendatory  and  con- 
temporaneous letters  and  extracts  of  reports:  July  29,  1862,  Gen.  H.  W.  Slo- 
cum;  July  31,  1862,  J.  J.  Bartlett;  Gen.  Humphrey's  official  report;  extract 
from  lilstory  of  Gen.  Palfrey ;  extract  Gen.  Tyler's  report  May  11,  1863 ;  May  12, 
1863,  A.  G.  Humphreys,  D.  N.  Couch ;  letter  Gordon. 

Petition  signed  by  25  Congressmen,  districts  of  Pennsylvania. 

May  17,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  conduct. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered  case,  directs  issue 
May  28,  1892. 

One  medal  Issued  June  7,  1892. 

1241.  Frick,  Jacob  G.,  Ninety-sixth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers  and  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-ninth. 

Case  No.  1465  (326744).  Port  Hudson.  La.,  about  May  20,  1863.  Volunteered 
to  go  within  the  enemy's  lines,  and  at  the  head  of  a  party  of  eight  destroyed 
a  signal  station,  thereby  greatly  aiding  In  the  operations  against  Port  Hudson 
that  Immediately  followed. 
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June  22,  1891,  this  man,  in  affidavit,  describes  incident  and  asks  for  medal. 

April  4,  1892,  joint  affidavit  of  S.  Haines  an<l  B.  Varion. 

April  16,  1892,  affidavit  of  Sergt.  Peter  Rulil. 

June  22.  1892,  Gen.  Seliofleld  says  evidence  not  sufficient  to  justify  action. 
Concurred  in  by  Assistant  Secretary  on  same  date. 

December  7,  1892,  additional  affidavit  of  1465. 

June  30,  1894,  additional  affidavit  of  1465.  Indoi-senient  on  his  disrhar^e  by 
his  colonel — copy  sworn  to. 

July  13,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  20,  1897. 

1465.  Beauford,  Jean  J.,  corporal.  Company  A,  Second  Louisiana  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1174  (376878).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.     Seized  tlie 

two  colors  from  the  hands  of  a  corporal  and  a  lieutenant  as  they  fell  mor- 
tally wounded,  and  with  a  color  in  each  hand  advanced  across  the  field  to  a 

point  where  the  regiment  was  re-formed  on  those  colors. 

November  14,  1893,  Capt.  O.  W.  Bennett,  One  hundred  and  second  Uniteii 
States  Colored  Troops,  requests  medal  for  No.  1174. 

November  16,  1893,  additional  evidence  required  by  affidavits  of  eye-witnesses. 

December  5,  1893,  letter  of  No.  1174. 

July  9,  1862,  letter  of  Lieut.  Col.  A.  F.  Devereux,  commanding  Nineteenth 
Massachusetts  Infantry. 

January  28,  1863,  another  letter  of  alx)ve. 

December  18,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  denies  application. 

November  30.  1896,  no  new  facts  presented.  This  brave  officer  seems  to  have 
been  rewarded  at  the  time  by  promotion. 

December  3,  1896,  letter  of  Gen.  A.  F.  Devereux  describing  service. 

December  10,  3896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  in  consideration  of  foregoing 
letter  and  reconsideration  of  whole  case,  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued,  December  16,  1896. 

1174.  Adams,  John  G.  B.,  second  lieutenant.  Company  I.  Nineteenth  Massa- 
chusetts Infantrj'. 

Case  No.  1164   (375597).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863.     Seized  the  colors 

when  the  color  l>earer  was  killed,  and  bore  them  himself  in  the  assault. 

October  23,  1893,  T.  C.  Fletcher  submits  report  No.  4  of  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  of  the  Senate,  showing  service  of  this  man. 

May  26,  1882,  act  of  Congress  No.  108,  reinstating  this  man  approved. 

Report  No.  4  of  Senate  (47th  Cong.,  1st  sess.)  gives  extracts  of  commendatory 
letters  and  reports  of  Gen.  Howard,  F.  P.  Blair,  Gen.  Sherman,  Gen.  Grant, 
W.  W.  Belknap,  and  J.  M.  Oliver. 

Copy  of  general  court-martial  order  dated  October  31,  1868,  in  which  No.  1164 
was  cashiered. 

Letter  January  22,  1894,  of  T.  C.  Fletcher. 

December  8,  1893,  L.  A.  Grant  awards  medal  for  conspicuous  gallantry  at 
Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

January  22,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  in  view  of  a  question  being  raised 
as  to  fact  of  this  man*s  conspicuous  gallantry  at  Chattanooga,  amendment  is 
made  for  conspicuous  gallantry-  at  Vicksburg,  May  22,  1863,  and  new  medal 
prepared. 

Telegram  of  protest  from  D.  C.  Oleman.  December  22,  1893,  and  statement 
of  Capt.  Hugh  NelU  of  the  Eighth  Missouri  Volunteer  Infantry. 

One  medal  Issued  January  31,  1894. 

1164.  Klrby,  Dennis  T.,  major.  Eighth  Missouri  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1449   (390586).  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1,  1863.     Voluntarily  led  the 

regiment,  under  a  withering  fire,  to  a  position  from  which  the  enemy  was 

repulsed.     • 

June  5,  1804,  Congressman  William  McAleer  requests  medal  for  this  man. 
Forwards  letters  of  Capt.  G.  M.  Watson,  Capt.  W.  H.  Warner,  and  Sergt  John 
Shlel. 

This  man  has  commendatory  mention  In  report  of  Capt.  Peter  Lyle,  Ninetieth 
Pennsylvania. 

June  22, 1894,  more  detailed  Information  required. 

June  20,  1894,  letters  of  the  Survivors'  Association,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania; 
additional  letters  from  Capts.  Watson  and  Warner,  also  letter  of  Capt.  J.  S. 
Davis. 
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July  13,  18SM,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  dlstingaished 
gallantry. 

Language  of  award  was  modified  on  request  of  this  man  to  read  as  stated 
above. 

One  medal  issued  July  21,  1894. 

1449.  Sellers,  Alfred  J.,  major,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1477    (494066).     Mechanicsburg,   Miss.,   June  4,  1863.     Exchanging 

drum  for  rifle,  voluntarily  joined  skirmish  line  under  fire,  advancing  with 

it,  received  severe  wound,  which  resulted  In  permanent  disability. 

September  13,  1897,  this  man  asks  for  medal;  describes  service;  statement 
of  Capt.  Christiancy,  same  date ;  indorsed  by  First  Sergt.  S.  F.  De  Voin,  Eighth 
Ohio. 

Letter  Capt.  J.  B.  Redfield,  Eighth  Wisconsin,  November  13,  1897. 

Aflldavit  of  George  W.  Robbins,  colonel.  Eighth  Wisconsin,  February  22,  1897. 

Letter  June  2,  1897,  F.  W.  Stein. 

October  15,  1897,  additional  testimony  called  for. 

Affidavits  October  and  November,  1897,  C.  F.  Mnnsure;  Capt.  J.  B.  Redfield. 

December  7,  1897,  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  December  17,  1897. 

1477.  Hilliker,  Benjamin  F.,  musician,  Company  A,  Eighth  Wisconsin. 

Case  No.  1451  (380286).    Fort  Huger,  Va.,  April  19,  1863.    Gallantly  led  party 

that  assaulted  and  captured  fort. 

January  12,  1894,  Gen.  George  W.  Getty  recommends  meilal  for  this  man; 
describes  service. 

January  5,  1894,  Vermont  Veterans  As.sociation  petitions  for  medal. 

Gen.  Thomas  W.  Hyde.  January  8,  1894,  joins  in  recommendations  for 
medal :  **  His  gallantry  specially  well  known  to  me  and  he  is  entirely  well 
deserving  of  the  honor.'* 

Extract  contemporaneous  reports  commendatory :  Gen.  Getty,  Gen.  Jno. 
Peck. 

May  25,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  directs  is.sue  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  June  13,  1894. 

1451.  Stevens,  Hazard,  United  States  Veterans. 

Case  No.  1263  (516096).  Boutte  Station,  La.,  September  4,  1862.  Train  side- 
tracked by  misplaced  switch,  ambuscaded  by  guerrillas  who  were  rapidly 

shooting  down  guards,  ran,  opene<l  switch,  thus  enabling  surviving  guards 

to  escape. 

March  15,  1898,  William  L.  Kin.sley.  Commander  Hazen  Post,  recommends 
medal  for  this  man ;  Indorseil  by  Governor  E.  C.  Smith,  Vermont,  concurring 
In  recommendation;  Congressman  Grout  Indorses  same  to  Secretary  of  War 
April  8,  1898. 

Statement  Regimental  Quartermaster  F.  E.  Smith,  August  29,  1899. 

Memorial  Col.  Sawyer,  First  Vermont  Cavalry,  signed  by  five  officers,  com- 
rades Vermont  troops. 

Affidavit  Col.  Stephen  Thomas,  November  18,  1898. 

Letters  Hill  and  Barstow%  adjutant. 

Extract  Carpenter's  History  Eight  Veteran  Volunteers,  Vermont. 

Extract  report  Col.  S.  Thomas,  September  6,  1862,  of  engagement. 

September  21,  1S99.  Assistnnt  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  issued  October  20,  1899. 

1263.  Ingalls,  Lewis  J.,  Company  K,  Eighth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1052    (442069).     Lexington,  Mo.,  September  20,  1861.     Volunteered 

to  fight  in  trenches;  also  led  charge  which  resulted  In  recapture  of  Union 

hospital,  together  with  Confederate  sharpshooters  then  occupying  same. 

October  30.  1895,  this  man  asks  for  medal. 

Signed  statement  (no  date)  by  J.  V.  Tinkham  and  12  other  comrades. 

September  25,  1895,  Maj.  L.  Wolfley  letter. 

November  17,  1864,  letter  Adjt.  W.  S.  Marshall,  First  Illinois  Cavalry. 

November  13,  1894,  letter  William  Mills. 

Certificate  December  15,  1894,  R.  H.  Bartlett,  First  Illinois  Cavalry;  J.  M. 
Sproule  and  Capt.  John  McNulta,  comrades.  First  Illinois  Cavalry. 

One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-three  newspaper  clippings  by  CJhap- 
lain  Parker. 
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November  11,  1895,  department  rules  require  application  by  some  other 
^rson. 

February  21,  1896,  Senator  Pfeffer  asks  for  medal. 

March  4.  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  March  10,  1896. 

1052.  Palmer,  George  H.,  musician,  First  Illinois  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1735  (643457).     Resaca,  Ga.,  May  14,  1864.    At  great  personal  risk 

went  to  aid  wounded  soldier  under  heavy  fire  between  lines;  with  aid  of 

orderly  carried  him  to  place  of  safety. 

February  7,  1901,  Congressman  S.  \V.  Smith  asks  medal  for  this  man,  in- 
closing five  letters,  etc. :  William  F.  Green,  surgeon.  First  Tennessee  Cavalry 
(not  eyewitness),  January  31,  1901;  biographical  sketch  of  this  man  by  George 
Duffleld  (not  eyewitness)  ;  Charles  W.  Baker,  January  14,  1900. 

Certificate  John  W.  Eddy,  sworn  to  September  18,  1900,  eyewitness. 

Military  biography  signed  by  applicant. 

April  10,  1901,  Assistant  Secretary  Sanger  awards  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  issued  April  21,  1901. 

1735.  Ranney,  George  E.,  Second  Michigan  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1.S28  (357069).     Gaines  Mills.  Va.,  June  27,  1862.    While  voluntarily 

serving  as  aid-de-camp  successfully   and   advantageously   changed   position 

of  troops  under  fire. 

January  30,  1893,  Gen.  Daniel  Butterfleld  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes 
service. 

Letter  Lieut.  Col.  Ed.  Hill,  Sixteenth  Michigan  Infantry.  February  8,  1893. 

Commendatory  letters,  May,  1863,  Gen.  A.  F.  Howe  and  Gen.  Dan  Butterfleld. 

Extracts  contemporaneous  reports:  Gen.  Butterfleld;  Col.  J.  C.  Rice,  Forty- 
fourth  New  York  Veterans ;  H.  S.  Campbell ;  Gen.  W.  F.  Smith ;  and  Col.  W.  H. 
Irwin. 

August  22,  1893,  Grant  directs  issue  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  August  23,  1893. 

1328.  Von  Vegesack,  Ernest,  Twentieth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case   No.    1335    (437446).     Antletam,   Md.,   September   17,   1862.     Voluntarily 

advanced  imder  destructive  tire,  removed  fence  which  would  have  Impeded 

contemplated  charge. 

December  24,  1895,  this  man  asks  for  medal. 

December  26,  1895,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  H.  Barnes;  January  1,  1896,  Capt.  S.  N. 
Doten,  Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers;  January  2,  1896,  Lieut.  P.  Wln- 
sor;  December  20.  1805,  Sergt.  J.  Shjinnon;  December  28,  1895,  O.  W.  Pllnney; 
December  26,  1895,  Capts.  S.  W.  Pety  and  J.  F.  Hall. 

January  23,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  January  29.  1896. 

1.335.  Wright,  Samuel  C,  Company  E,  Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1329  (475606).  Rappahannock  Station.  Va.,  August  23,  1862.  Im- 
minent risk  life  procured  water  for  suffering  comrades,  exposed  to  constant 

fire. 

April  8,  1897,  Col.  A.  J.  Sellers,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania,  asks  medal  for  this 
man,  inclosing  affidavits  of  four  comrades:  April  5,  1M)7,  Lieut.  E.  J.  Gorges; 
April  7,  1897.  W.  B.  Strang:  April  14,  W.  Henderson,  W.  A.  Turner:  April  3, 
1897,  T.  Johnson,  all  of  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

August  10,  1897.  soldier  brave,  but  adverse  decision. 

Septeml>er  ,21,  1897,  Col.  Sellers  again  applies. 

September  21,  1897,  two  affidavits:  F.  P.  Donohoe  and  Charles  Bryer,  eye- 
witnesses. 

September  30,  1897,  synopsis  brief,  Gen.  G.  W.  Davis. 

Septemlier  30,  1897,  Alger  denies:  nc»t  an  action  under  law  and  regulations. 

January  27, 1000,  Col.  A.  J.  Sellers  again  appeals;  also  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania 
Veterans'  Association,  same  date. 

April  21,  1J»00,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  May  5,  1900. 

1329.  W^hlte.  J.  Henry,  Company  A.  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1711  (401888).    Eastport,  Miss.  October  10.  1864.    Saved  the  lif^  of 

an  officer. 

December  1,  1894,  this  man,  by  affidavit,  requests  medal;  describes  service. 

November  30,  1894,  C^l.  G.  B.  Hoge,  affidavit. 

July  28,  1894,  Pvt.  L.  Peddycoart,  affidavit. 

October  29,  1894,  Capt  G.  W.  Beckett,  affidavit. 

November  6,  1894,  Pvt.  S.  H.  Edwards,  affidavit. 

December  11,  1894,  denied;  must  be  made  by  person  other  than  applicant 

January  12,  1895,  Col.  G.  B.  Hoge  asks  medal. 

January  31,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  distinguished 
gallantr5\ 

One  medal  issued  February  5,  1895. 

1711.  Darrough,  John  S.,  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  thirteenth  Illinois 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1710    (401368).    Greenbrter  River,  W.  Va.,  May  22,  1864.     Saved. 

under  fire,  life  of  a  drowning  soldier. 

November  22,  1894,  A.  S.  Capehart  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

April  18,  1865,  letter  Gen.  G.  A.  Custer  recommendation  for  promotion. 

Gov.  A.  I.  Boreman,  of  West  Virginia.  June  10.  1865,  letter. 

Commendatory  extracts  contemporaneous  reports:  Gen.  W.  H.  Powell,  Gen. 
Sheridan. 

December  12,  1894,  returned  for  more  detailed  evidence  of  eyewitnes.ses, 

Jamiarj'  4,  1895,  joint  affidavit  Capt.  H.  P.  Boone,  First  West  Virginia  Cav- 
alry; Sergt.  W.  Seaburn,  same. 

Report  September  20.  1863,  Col.  H.  E.  Davies,  jr.,  commanding  First  Brigade, 
Third  Division.  Cavalry  Corps. 

February  6,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  issued  February  12,  1895. 

1710.  Capehart,  Henry,  First  West  Virginia  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1717  (385014).     Near  Cedar  Creek,  Va.,  November  — ,  1864.     While 

command  falling  back  returned  face  enemy,  rescued  sergeant  from  under 

fallen  horse.    . 

March  12,  1894,  Col.  G.  S.  Nichols,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry,  asks  medal  for 
this  mnn ;  describes  incident. 

March,  1894,  Lieut.  W.  J.  Markham,  Capt.  W.  F.  Rutherford,  both  Ninth  New 
York  Cavalry. 

Commendatory  extnicts  contemporaneous  reports  of  Gen.  A.  T.  A.  Torbert 
and  Capt.  R.  L.  Wright. 

April  13,  1894,  evidence  eyewitnesses  required. 

Statement,  March  24,  1894.  of  applicant. 

Affidavit,  April  25,  1894,  Lieut.  W.  J.  Markham. 

May  3,  1894.  Col.  Nichols  certifies  to  statement  of  applicant. 

April  5,  1894,  affidavit  Capt.  E.  P.  Putnam. 

May  4,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  May  14,  1894. 

1717.  Goodrich,  Edwin,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1508  (366629).     Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    Daring  heroism  and 
great  tenacity,  holding  position  on  Little  Round  Top  against  repeated  as- 
saults, and  carrying  advance  position  on  Great  Round  Top. 
February  15,  1893,  T.  H.  Hubbard  asks  medal  for  this  man. 
November  2,  1893,  Maj.  Gen.  A.  S.  Webb  requests  medal  for  this  man,  and 

describes  service. 
April  13,  1865,  Gen.  C.  Griffin  letter  recommendation  for  promotion. 
Fitzjohn  Porter,  May  19,  1893,  recommends  this  man  for  medal. 
June  7,  1898,  letter  Henry  B.  Cleaves,  governor  Maine,  reconmaends  medal; 

incloses  letters  Brig.  Gen.  J.  C.  Rice,  September,  1863 ;  Charles  Griflln,  April  18, 

1865;   James  Barnes,  September  10,  1863;   and  A.  Ames,  July  3,  1863;  all 

commendatory. 
August  11,  1898,  Assistant  Secretary  directs  award. 
One  medal  issued  August  11,  1893. 
1508.  Chamberlain,  Joshua  L.,  Twentieth  Maine  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1435  (392920).  Brooks  Ford,  Va.,  May  4,  1863.  Having  voluntarily 
taken  command  of  regiment  in  absence  of  its  commander,  great  personal  risk 
and  remarkable  presence  of  mind,  led  command  down  precipitous  embank- 
ment to  Rappahannock  River;  by  gallantry,  coolness,  and  good  judgment 
in  face  of  enemy  saved  command  from  capture  or  destruction. 
July  9,  1894,  F.  A.  Clerk,  adjutant  Sixth  Maine,  requests  medal  for  this  man ; 

extract  report  dated  November  9,  1863,  of  Lieut.  Col.  B.  F.  Harris;  May  12, 

1863,  report  Col.  H.  Burnham,  Sixth  Maine,  commendatory. 
Report  Maj.  George  Fuller ;  Indorsement  Gen.  W.  S.  Hancock.  May  23,  1866, 

on  brevet  letter. 
Affidavit  E.  T.  Crockett,  April  24,  1896. 
April  30,  1896,  letter  Senator  William  F.  Vilas. 
April  14,  1896,  letter  of  applicant  quoting  details  of  service. 
May  4,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  May  13,  1896. 
1435.  Clark,  Charles  A.,  Sixth  Maine  Volunteers. 

Case" No.  1520  (575735).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Sprang 

over  works  just  capture<l,  calling  upon,  comrades  to  follow,  rushed  forward, 

faced  deadly  fire,  among  fii*st  over  works,  compelled  surrender  Confederate 

officer  and  received  his  sword. 

December  16,  1899,  Congressman  Hopkins  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Ten  officers.  Thirty-sixth  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantrj-,  sign  petition. 

Maj.  G.  D.  Sherman,  Thirty-sixth  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  January  4, 
1900,  recommends  medal. 

Capt.  M.  B.  Baldwin,  October  26,  1899. 

Letter,  A.  G.  Baker  to  Gen.  Schofteld ;  letter.  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard,  November 
8   1899 
'  Letter,  Lieut.  Col.  G.  C.  Kniffin,  December  14,  1899. 

Letter,  October  27,  1899,  Lieut.  William  Hall,  describing  .service. 

Indorsement,  Schofleld,  November  9,  1899,  quoted  in  Adjutant  General's  Office 
brief. 

Medal  awarded  to  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard  and  one  to  Schofleld  for  gallantry  at 
Wilsons  Creek,  Mo. 

March  27,  1900,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1900. 

1520.  Kelley,  Leverett  M.,  Company  A,  Thirty-sixth  Illinois  Volunteer  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1547   (379807).     Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  4,  1863.       Rendered  great 

assistance  in  heat  of  action,  .securing  part  of  field  battery  from  extremely 

dangerous  and  exposed  position. 

October  11,  1893,  Gen.  O'Beirne  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

December  15,  1893,  letter,  E.  Martindale. 

January  24,  1894,  letter,  O'Beirne. 

January  26,  1894,  returned  for  additional  evidence  by  Secretary  Doe. 

Mentioned  in  official  report;  congratulatory  order  CJol.  L.  A.  Grant,  May  9, 
1863. 

'     Affidavit,  February  12,  1894,  Capt.  P.  F.  Rodgers,  Twenty-sixth  New  Jei*sey 
Volunteers. 

Certificate,  December  14,  1893,  Lieut.  Col.  Martindale;  copy  of  report,  Mar- 
tindale, dated  May  6,  1863,  describing  incident. 

February  17,  1894,   Secretary'   of  War  having  personally   considered   case, 
directs  award  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  March  28.  1894. 

1547.  Cummings,  Amos  J.,  Twenty-sixth  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1326  (35763).     White  Oak  Swamp  Bridge,  Va.,  June  30,  1862.     One 
of  party  of  three,  under  heavy  fire  advancing  enemy,  saved  from  capture 
field  gun  belonging  to  another  battery;  deserted  by  officers  and  men. 
April  13,  1896.    This  man  asks  for  medal ;  indorsement  D.  H.  Kenzie,  Fifth 

Artillery.     May  4,  1896 ;  takes  pleasure  in  commending  this  man  for  medal ; 

he  is  entitled  thereto. 
Col.  John  Hamilton ;  May  13,  1896 ;  has  heard  of  statement  of  incident ;  says 

anplicant  thoroughly  trustworthy,  truthful,  and  brave  man. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 20 
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May  18,  1896.  Maj.  T.  H,  Brewertoti  recommends;  states  that  the  old  de- 
scriptive book  has  full  record. 

Copy  of  record  of  applicant  with  full  details. 

Referred  to  Medal  of  Honor  Board  of  which  (Jen.  Davis  was  secretary 

June  16.  1896:  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  says  this  application  shi)ukl  have 
been  made  by  some  other  person. 

letter  Maj.  D.  H.  Kenzie  November  18,  1897,  recommending;  de  cribes 
service. 

November  26,  1897.  affidavit  of  applicant. 

Al^er  presents  medal  March  22,  1898. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

1326.  Uhri,  George,  United  States  Army. 

Cae  No.  1438  (496444).  Aldie,  Va.,  June  17,  1863.     In  arrest,  when  seeing  his 

regiment  fall  back  rallied  men ;  accompanied  them  without  arms  in  second 

charge;  recognition  of  gallantry  releaseil  fnmi  arrest;  continue*!  in  action 

until  desperately  wounded  and  taken  prisoner. 

October  19,  1897.  A.  C.  Hamlin  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  incident. 

Additional  testimony  required  in"  letter  to  Hamlin,  historian  11th  A.  C 
Letter  Gen.  L.  G.  Este-'. 

Affidavit  Capt.  Thos.  Morley,  Twelfth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  July  29,  1S96. 

October  19,  1897,  letter  A.  C.  Hamlin  inclosing  additional  evidence  on  which 
medal  was  awarded. 

December  3,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  me<lal. 

One  medal  issued  December  17,  1897. 

1438.  Di  Cesnola,  Louis  P.,  Fourth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1725  (508030).    Drewrys  Bluff,  Va..  May  16,  1864.    Rescued  wounded 

officer ;  carried  him  to  field  hospital  under  heavy  fire  from  both  sides. 

Congressman  Cummings  submits  this  man*s  application  for  medal  dated  Janu- 
ary 17,  1898 ;  sworn  to  February  11,  1898. 

March  19,  1889,  affidavit  Lieut.  Col.  E.  C.  Floyd,  Third  New  York  Infantry. 
April  19,  1897,  affidavit  Patrick  Lahan,  Fortieth  Massachusetts  Volunteers ;  affi- 
davit March  10,  1898  Sergt.  D.  O.  Seaver;  letter  of  applicant  to  Hon,  A.  J.  Cum- 
mings January  18,  1898. 

March  22,  1898,  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

1725.  Lord,  William,  Company  C,  Fortieth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1720  (537659).  Near  the  Richmond  and  Petersburg  Railway,  Virginia, 
June  6,  1864.  Voluntarily  returned  to  abandoned  breastworks  to  notify  tliree 
missing  companies  that  regiment  was  falling  back ;  found  works  occupied  by 
enemy,  refused  to  surrender,  returned  to  re^ment  under  galling  fire ;  clotliing 
shot  through. 

January  21,  1899,  Senator  Mantle  submits  request  for  medal  with  extracts 
R.  R. ;  aflftdavlts  January.  1899,  of  comrades :  Col.  G.  S.  Innls,  Adjt.  A.  N.  Bull, 
and  affidavit  of  1720 ;  T.  C.  Davidson  and  H.  B.  Westervelt,  all  of  One  Hundred 
and  Thirty-third  Ohio  Volunteers ;  letter  from  D.  J.  Tallant,  chairman  Repub- 
lican committee  of  Montana. 
Denied  August  24,  1898. 

Further  application  of  this  man  supported  by  Gen.  R.  S.  Foster's  letter,  April 
2,  1899,  Indorses. 
Affidavits  of  Ennis  Bull,  Westervelt,  and  others. 
April  14,  1899,  medal  awarded  for  gallantry  In  action. 
One  medal  Issued  May  13,  1899. 

1720.  Gregg,  Joseph  O.,  Company  F,  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-third  Ohio  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1650  (513071).  Petersburg,  Va.,  July  30,  1864.  Fort  Harrison,  Va., 
September  29,  1864.  Volimtarlly  went  between  lines,  under  heavy  fire,  to  as- 
sistance wounded  comrade  (officer),  wh(»m  he  carrietl  within  Union  linc^ 
Seized  regimental  color,  color  bearer  and  guard  having  been  shot,  rushing  for- 
ward planted  it  on  fort  in  full  view  entire  brigade. 

March  7,  1898,  Sergt.  J.  E.  Martin,  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-ninth  New  York 
Volunteers,  asks  me<lal  for  this  man  and  <lescrlbing  service ;  sworn  to  March  8, 
1898;  incloses  affidavits  of  seven  comrades  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-ninth  New 
York  Volunteers,  dated  March,  1898;  Doran,  Qulnn.  Van  Horn,  Call,  Dwyer, 
Hartough,  and  Rutzler. 
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March  28,  1898»  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 

1G.10.  Jamleson,  Walter,  Company  B,  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-ninth  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1519  (329905).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1,  1863.    Gallantry  in  flanking 

enemy,  capturing  prisoners ;  holding  town  against  heavy  odds  while  army  was 

rallying  on  Cemetery  Hill. 

May  11,  1892,  Senator  Proctor  submits  request  for  medal  for  this  man ;  letter 
Gen.  O.  O.  Howard,  May  9,  1892,  specifically  recommends  medal. 

Letter  William  H.  Tait,  May  9,  1892,  indorsed  by  Gen.  Sigel,  May  9,  1892. 

Military  record  of  this  man. 

Affidavits:  L.  Lindmeyer,  Lieut.  Col.  Doetke,  Lieut.  Ahlert,  Capt.  Henry  Dietz, 
Capt.  Dros,  Forty-fifth  New  York. 

May  20,  1892,  Gen.  Schofleld  recommends  medal,  and  May  20,  1892,  Assistant 
Secretary  awards. 

One  me<lal  issued  May  27,  1892. 

1519.  Irsch,  Francis,  Companies  D,  J,  A,  and  F,  Forty-fifth  New  York  Infantry, 

Case  No.  1561   (460514).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1,  1863.     At  great  risk  of  life, 

went  to  assistance  of  wounde<l  comrade,  and  while  under  fire  removed  hlui  to 

a  place  of  safety. 

October  14,  1S96,  in  affidavit  this  man  descril)es  incident  and  upplies  for 
medal. 

Affidavits:  Capt.  G.  N.  Reichard,  October  14,  1896;  R.  W.  Marcy ;  C.  W.  Shot- 
ton. 

Regimental  commander's  rei>ort  July  4,  1863,  Capt.  Reichard,  wounded  in 
shoulder  and  taken  prisoner  (p.  388,  vol.  27,  series  1,  pt.  1). 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1896. 

1561.  Butter,  James  M.,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  forty-third  Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  N(».  1538  (533973).  Irish  Bend,  La.,  April  14,  1863.  I>isplayed  great  gal- 
lantry under  heavy  fire  from  enemy,  calling  in  skirmishers  and  assisting  in 
forming  line  of  battle. 

Senator  Hall  transmits  letter  of  this  man,  December  5,  1898 ;  asks  for  medal. 
Letter  Col.  G.  P.  Bissell,  Twenty-fifth  C\)nnectlcut,  dated  February  10,  1888. 
AftidavU  September  24,  1898,  Albro  AVelr. 
April  25,  1887.  statement  Col.  Bissell. 
February   20,   1899,   Acting   Secretary    Meiklejobn   awards   for   most   distin- 

guisheil  gallantry. 

One  me<lal  issued  February  25,  1899. 

1538.  Simonds,  William  Edgar,  Company  I,  Twenty-fifth  Conneticut  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1750  (500138).  Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  3,  1864.  Voluntarily  ex- 
posed himself  to  fire  of  enemy's  sharpshooters,  located  body  of  colonel :  with 

four  comi)anions,  having  approached   within  few  feet  of  eneni^',   recovered 

body  and  brought  it  within  Union  lines. 

December  24,  1894,  Congressman  Aitken  submits  letter  dated  December  15, 
1894,  (»f  this  man  retiuesting  medal. 

Further  evidence,  eyewitnesses  rei|uired. 

Letter  applicant  February  11,  1895. 

Letter  applicant  submitted  by  Congressman  Smith. 

Affidavit  of  applicant  January  28,  1898. 

February  1,  1898,  affidavit  William  Wood  indorsing  above  affidavit. 

February  10,  1898,  J.  J.  Shernian  and  February  17,  1898.  (}.  R.  C<K»hran, 
both  of  Eighth  New  York  Heavy  Artillery,  affidavits. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

1750.  Williams,  LeRoy,  Eighth  New  York  Heavy  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1332    (933409).     Gaines  Mills,  Va.,  June  27,  1862.     While  on  duty 
with  wagon  train  as  quartermaster  sergeant,  voluntarily  left  place  of  safety 
In  rear,  joined  a  company  and  fought  with  distinguished  gallantry  through 
action. 
April  27,  1897,  Congressman  Russell  submits  papers  In  support  of  applicant's 

request  for  me<lal. 
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Affidavit,  April  12,  1897,  CaptJW.  R.  Smedherg,  Fourteentli  United  States 
Infantry,  specifically  mentions  and  recommends  medal. 

Affdavlt,  April  23,  1897.  Lieut  D.  Loosley,  Fourteenth  Infantry. 

April  26,  1897,  Congressman  Brandegee  letter  character  recommendation. 

July  31,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  August  28,  1897. 

1332.  WilUams,  George  C,  First  Battalion,  Fourteenth  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1059  (18231-93).     Wilsons  Creek,  Mo.,  Auprust  10, 1861.     Dlstinfiruished 

gallantry. 

April  10, 1893,  this  man  asks  for  medal. 

May  30,  1893,  certificate  Gen.  Stanley. 

August  10,  1861,  Gen.  J.  C.  Fremont  and  Maj.  S.  D.  Sturgis,  First  Cavalry, 
specifically  mention  this  man  for  gallantry. 

April  12  and  30,  1893,  two  letters  Col.  C.  C.  Gilbert  to  this  man. 

June  27,  1893,  Schofleld  declines  to  take  action. 

September  19,  1893,  letter  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  to  applicant — addi- 
tional evidence  required,  as  pai>ers  show  no  case  for  award. 

Brief  Adjutant  General's  Ofiice  October  23, 1893.  submitted. 

October  23,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  issues  medal  for  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  October  28,  1893. 

1059.  Wood,  H.  Clay,  "First  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1554  (498444).     Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     W^ent  250  yards 

In  front  of  regiment,  under  fire,  and  brought  within  lines  comrade  wounded 

and  unconscious. 

Affidavit  dated   November  10,   1897,   in  which  this  man  describes   service. 

Affidavits  I)ennls  Haugh,  Thomas  Barnes,  M.  H.  Ogden,  November  17,  1897, 
all  comrades  Ninety-Eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

Affidavit  Lieut.  John  Barth,  March  23,  1898. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  1,  1898. 

1554.  McAdams,  Peter,  Company  A,  Ninety-Eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

€ase  No.   l.')17    (314871).     Petershuiff,   Va..   July  iUX   1864.     (Capture   of   tiag: 

shooting  Confederate  officer  who  was  rallying  men  with  colors  in  hl.s  hand. 

Senator  Allison,  January  27.  181)2,  asks  if  this  man  Is  entitled  to  n^edal ;  In- 
formed that  evidence  to  support  olaini  is- necessary. 

Letter  Col.  S.  Merrill. 

February  14,  1892,  letter  Jones. 

Letter  dated  February  20,  1892,  W.  P.  ('r(H)k;  indorsement,  M.  K.  I>^iwier, 

Application  for  leave;  comnien<latory. 

August  3,  1864,  states  this  man  "  distinguished  himself  in  captui*e  of  three 
armed  Confederates  alone." 

March  22,  1892.  Schofleld  defers  action;  Col.  Merrill  calls  this  a  "ruse.'' 
which  doubtless  accurately  describes  action. 

March  23,  1892,  Assistant  Secretary  having  i^ersonally  revieweil  case  concurs 
in  opinion  of  commanding  general. 

Telegram  Senator  Allison  to  Schofleld,  March  1,  1893:  "I  hope  you  will  see 
your  way  clear  to  give  this  medal :  anxious  for.'* 

March  8, 1893,  Secretary  of  War  directs  issue. 

March  15,  1893,  Adjutant  General  to  applicant  forwarding  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  15,  1893. 

1517.  Hill,  James,  Twenty-flrst  Iowa  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1558  (502203).  Gettysburg.  Pa..  July  2,  1863.  lleams  Station,  Va., 
August  25,  1864.  CarritMl  to  place  of  safety  wounded  and  helpless  comrade: 
in  this  act  both  he  and  his  companion,  who  was  assisting  him,  were  wounded 
severely.  Commanding  skirmish  line  voluntarily  assisted  in  checking  flank 
movement  enemy ;  severaly  wounded,  lost  arm. 

December  14,  181)7,  Cajit.  W.  P.  Seville.  scH*retary  Second  Army  Corps,  Associa- 
tion, asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Sworn   statements:    Seville,   December   9,   1897;    Lieut.   James   J.   Purman. 
December  6,  1897;  John  P.  Coen,  November  26,  1897;  Henry  S.  Scott,  October 
27,  1897 ;  S.  J.  Mineslnger,  all  of  One  Hundred  and  Fortieth  Pennsylvania  In- 
fantry.   March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 
1558.    Pipes,  James  M.,  A,  One  hundred  and  fortieth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1056  (402913).    Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861.    Led  repeated  charges 

until  wounded  and  taken  prisoner. 

December  10,  1894,  Congressman  (>'I>onnell  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

December  14,  1894,  letter  Capt.  \V.  H.  Wlthington,  First  Michigan  Infantry. 

Commendatory  extracts  from  contemporaneous  reports  of  (Jen.  McDowell, 
Maj.  Bidwell,  and  reports  of  1050  of  eu'^agements. 

Col.  J.  H.  Ward,  July  29,  1861,  sijecific  mention  in  report;  also  extract  from 
Court  of  Claims  March  8,  1886. 

I>eceml)er  28,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denies — gallant  and  meritorious, 
but  not  specific. 

February  9,  1895,  letter  J.  O'Donnell  requests  review  of  case. 

February  13,  1895,  Capt.  W.  H.  Whitington  letter  indorsed  by  J.  C.  Burrows, 
both  eye-witnesses,  and  have  personal  knowledge. 

February  26,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry.' 

One  medal  issued  March  2,  1895. 

1056,  Willcox,  Orlando  B.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  964.   (407195).     Hatchers  Uun,  Va.,  February  5,  1865.     Discovering 

flank  movement  by  enemy,  appriseil  commanding  general  at  great  peril,  and 

though  noncombatant,  voluntarily  jiarticiijated  with  troops  in  repelling  thl& 

attack. 

February  6,  1895,  Congressman  Mutchler  submits  petitions  and  23  letters  of 
recomn;iendation  for  medal  for  this  man. 

letters  of  Gen.  J.  Gwinn,  January  21,  1895,  and  Capt.  A.  F.  Kinney,  Septem- 
ber 1.  18J»4,  describing  incident;  all  comrades  of  Two  hundred  and  tenth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

February  19,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  says :  "  Faithful  and  gallant 
officer,  but  case  does  not  justify  medal. 

March  21,  1896,  Congressman  Poole  submits  letter  of  Gen.  Gwyn  dated  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1896,  and  says  case  is  clearly  within  statute. 

April  15,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  April  20,  1896. 

964.    Raub,  Jacob  F.,  Two  hundred  and  tenth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1011   (1203437).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1,  1863.     By  joint  resolution 

of  Congress  approved  January  25,  1907,  for  "  specially  brave  and  meritorious 

conduct  in  the  face  of  the  enemy." 

House  bill  5884  gives  record. 

March  23.  1903,  Senator  Penrose  submits  application  of  this  man  for  medal. 

Two  affidavits,  February  16,  1903,  of  applicant  in  regard  to  correct  name. 

October  9,  1899.  letter.  Gen.  H.  S.  Huidekoper. 

December  3,  1867,  Col.  Wister,  One  hundred  and  fiftieth  Pennsylvania,  letter. 

December  11,  1867,  letter,  Col.  Huidekoper;  extract  address.  Col.  Chamber- 
lain, September  11,  1889. 

Extract  report,  Col.  Huidekoper,  volume  27,  Series  I,  Part  I,  page  346. 

February  7,  1903.  affidavit;  detailed  statement  by  Col.  Huidekoper;  con- 
curred in  by  Maj.  Thomas  Chamberlain,  One  hundred  and  fiftieth  Pennsylvania. 

Adjutant  General,  brief,  June  10,  1904,  also  memorandum.  General  Staff  re- 
port June  21,  1904,  in  which  recommendations  for  award  of  medal  are  denied. 

June  29,  1904,  Senator  Penrose  requests  further  consideration. 

July  18,  1904,  General  Staff  report  recommending  previous  action. 

May  26, 1904,  letter.  Senator  Penrose  to  Secretary  Taft  requests  consideration. 
June  24,  1904,  Secretary  Oliver  says  service  highly  creditable  but  request 
for  medal  must  be  denied. 

January  7,  1907,  joint  resolution  gives  record  and  the  last  paragraph  states : 
-Clearly  of  such  character  as  to  bring  it  within  class  for  award  of  medal." 

January  24,  1907,  Military  Secretary  Ainsworth  states:  **  No  objection  to 
passage  of  this  bill.*'  Cites  brief  *'  The  award  of  medal  of  honor  to  this  man 
from  testimony  is  a  discrimination  in  his  favor  as  against  other  pc»rsons  who 
have  submitted  similar  testimony  that  can  not  be  considered  under  the  law. 
No  objection  to  approval  of  incloseil  bill  known  to  tills  office.'* 

February  2,  1907,  under  provisions  of  joint  resolution  (Public  No.  8)  con- 
gressional medal  of  honor  is  awarded  this  man. 

One  medal  issue<l  February  27,  1907. 

1011.  Reisinger,  J.  Monroe,  H.  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  Pennsylvania  Volur 
teer  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  970  (241409).    Near  Camden,  S.  C,  April,  1865.    Hazardous  service 

marching  through  enemy  country  to  bring  relief  to  his  command. 

July  22.  1890,  Capt.  O.  W.  Bennett,  One  hundretl  and  second  U.  S.  C.  T.,  asks 
medal  for  this  man; 

August  18,  1890,  sworn  statement  of  Col.  H.  I^.  Chipman;  description  of  inci- 
dent. 

Affidavit  Capt.  W.  Nelson,  One  hundred  and  second  U.  S.  C.  T.,  October  23, 
1890 

April  28,  1891.  letter  Capt.  O.  W.  Bennett. 

May  7,  1891,  Schofleld  recommends  award  for  distinguished  bravery. 

>lay  9, 1891,  acting  secretary  having  personally  considered  case  directs  award. 

One  medal  Issues  May  14,  1891. 

970.  Barrel!,  Charles  L.,  One  hundred  and  second  U.  S.  O.  T. 

Case  No.  953.   (8119  D  EB  86).     Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861.     Voluntarily 

served  as  an  aide,  participated  In  battle  after  expiration  term,  distinguished 

himself  In  rallying  several  regiments  thrown  Into  confusion. 

June  28,  1886,  this  man  applies  for  medal. 

Military  record  contains  extracts  commendatory  contemporaneous  reports; 
quotes  General  Order  195,  June  29,  1863,  **  It  ai)pears  that  this  man  volunteered 
his  services  at  the  battle  of  Bull  Run  when  regiment  marched  to  rear  to  be 
mustered"  out.  Many  officers  and  enlisted  men  received  medals  for  no  greater 
acts  of  bravery  than  that  rendered  by.  this  man." 

August  21,  1886,  Indorsement  **  C.  C."  returns  with  medal. 

August  9,  1886,  Secretary  of  War  awards  and  directs  engraving. 

One  medal  issued  August  26,  1886. 

953.  Hartranft,  John  F.,  Fourth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  957   (4187  A  EB  87).     Bull  Run,  Va..  July  21,  1861.     Voluntarily 

served  as  aide  staff  Col.  David  Hunter,  participated  in  battle,  term  servjce 

having  expired  previous  day. 

April  18,  1887,  this  man  asks  for  medal. 

Certificate  Col.  J.  F.  Hartranft,  Fourth  Pennsylvania,  dateil  April  18,  1887: 
Indorsement  April  21,  Col.  W.  O.  Whipple. 

Records  show  this  man  was  mustered  Into  service  April  20,  1861,  mu8tere<l 
out  July  26,  1861 ;  on  nmster  roll  notation :  *'  Detached  for  special  duty  by  order 
Brig.  Gen.  McDowell  July  21,  1861." 

Similar  application  approved  by  Secretary  of  \yar  for  Col.  Hartranft  July 
31,  1886. 

May  9,  1887,  Secretary  of  War  approves  and  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  May  19,  1887. 

957.  Cooke,  Walter  H.,  Company  K,  Fourth  Pennsylvania  Infantry  Militia. 

Case  No.  956  (5349  A  88).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862:  Although 

.out  of  service  voluntarily  resumed  duty  on  eve  battle,  took  conspicuous  part 

In  charge  on  the  heights. 

Letter  May  19,  1888,  Gen.  E.  B.  Tyler. 

Affidavit  May  21.  1888,  S.  F.  Forgeus,  One  hundred  and  thirty-fourth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

May  28,  1888,  Capt.  J.  M.  Clark,  One  hundreil  and  thirty-fourth  Pennsylvania 
Volunteers;  both  request  medal  for  this  man. 

June  18,  1888,  petition  Lieut.  Col.  W.  H.  Shaw  and  52  others  of  One  hundred 
and  thirty-fourth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Affidavit  May  19,  1888,  Sergt.  Pearson. 

Statement  Lieut.  J.  C.  Enwer. 

June  23,  1888,  letter  '*  C.  C."  ordering  engraving  of  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  July  9,  1888. 

956.  Quay,  Matthew  S.,  One  hundred  and  thirty-fourth  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers. 

Case  No.  951  (2885  A.  G.'O.  77).    Bull  Run  to  Spotsylvania,  Va.,  July,  1861,  to 
May,  1864.    Particularly  distinguished  services  as  an  Artillery  officer. 
May  22,  1877,  letter  of  Gen.  H.  J.  Hunt  describes  service,  reque.sts  medal, 

nnd  cites  his  report  of  July  7,  1862 ;  8i)eclftc  mention. 

Extracts  c(mnnendatory  contemporaneous  rei)orts  of  IJeut.  A.  Ames.  July  5. 

1862;  Capt.  J.  H.  Carlisle,  July  2,  1862;  Lieut.  Col.  G.  W.  Getty,  July  8,  1862; 

and  Col.  H.  J.  Hunt,  July  7.  1862. 
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June  2,  1877,  Secretary  of  War  directs  medal  be  conferred. 
One  medal  issued  June  11,  1877. 

951.  Benjamin,  Samuel  N.,  Second  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1274   (495014).  Antietam.  Md.,  8epteml)er  17,  1862.     In  advance  on 

enemy,    color   bearer   and   entire   >?uard    of   eight   men    shot   down,    seized 

regimental  flag,  carried  it  to  extreme  front,  urging  line  forward. 

October  6,  1897,  this  man  asks  medal ;  describes  service. 

November  6.  1897,  Col.  R.  C.  Hawkins,  Ninth  New  York  Infantry  Volunteers, 
letter. 

Affidavits  October  21,  1897,  Pvt.  C.  H.  Hawkinson ;  Charles  Juric,  October  13, 
1897 ;  J.  C.  Langbein,  drummer. 

October  26,  1897,  affidavits  J.  T.  Miller  and  J.  B.  Horner. 

November  8,  1897,  B.  \V.  Campl>ell  and  W.  N.  Cockefalr. 
•    November  15,  1897.  submitted  by  R.  and  P.  office  to  Secretary-. 

March  22, 1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

1274.  Libaire,  Adolphe.  Company  E,  Ninth  New  York  Infantry  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  952  (7180  A.  (J.  O.  76,  280859),  May  24,  1861.     KUled  the  man  who 

shot  Col.  Ellsworth  at  the  Marshall  House,  Alexandria,  Va. 

July,  1874,  this  man  applies  for  medal. 

Appointed  second  lieutenant.  Unite<l  States  Infantry,  May  14,  1861,  presum- 
ably for  the  shooting -above  described. 

"No  record  showing  that  he  shot  the  man  who  killed  Ellsworth;  under  ex- 
isting record  his  request  should  not  be  favorably  considered.  Assistant  Adja- 
lant  General." 

Pencil  notation :  **  Inform  him  his  request  can  not  be  granted." 

July  13,  1874,  report  Adjutant  General. 

letter  Introduction  dated  June  1,  1874.  from  John  M.  Francis  to  the  Presi- 
dent, asking  medal  for  this  man ;  indorsetl  by  Congressman. 

December  9,  1876,  letter  from  this  man  requesting  reconsideration  to  Con- 
gressman Town  send,  who  transmits  same. 

Indorsement  Townsend,  Adjutant  General,  January  4,  1877,  states  this  man 
is  still  in  the  service,  first  lieutenant,  retired. 

January  10,  1877,  Secretary  of  War  directs  issue. 

One  medal  Issuetl  January  26,  1877. 

952.  Brownell,  Francis  E.,  Company  A,  Eleventh  New  York  Infantry  Volun- 
teers. 

Case  No.  1217   (484472).  Antietam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.     While  in  com- 
mand  detached  company,   regiment   thrown   Into  confusion,   without   orders 
made  countercharge  upon  attacking  column,  checked  a.ssault.  Penetratetl  within 
enemy  lines  at  night,  obtained  valuable  information. 
June  25,  1897,  statement  of  this  man  describing  service  and  incident';  cites 

order  Gen.  W.  S.  Smith. 
June  24,  1897,  letter  Introduction  M.  S.  Quay  and  S,  B.  Elkins  to  Secretary  of 

War. 
Press  copy  letter  Gen.  W.  F.  Smith  commendatory;  describes  action. 
Meutioned  specifically  official  rei)ort  September  30,  1H62,  (Jen.  W.  F.  Smith. 
July  29,  1897.  letter  applicant. 
July  30,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal.     - 
One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 
1217.  Carter,  John  J.,  Company  B,  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1215  (378593,  1258530),  Pea  Ridge,  Ark.,  March  7,  1862.  Directed  de- 
ployment of  command,  held  ground  under  brisk  fire  shot  and  shell;  several 
times  wounded. 

December  4,  1893,  this  man  asks  for  medal ;  "  Many  soldiers  have  received 
medals  on  my  recommendations,  occurred  to  me  I  might  be  entitled  to  one." 
Describes  service  and  cites  incident 
June  27,  1907,  letter  of  applicant. 

August  1,  1907,  brief  of  application  for  medal  for  Indian  fight.  Denied  by 
Assistant  Secretary  Oliver,  August  15,  1907;  brief  Adjutant  General's  Office, 
September  25,  1908,  requested  reconsideration ;  conclusion  of  Board  of  Inquiry 
noted. 
October  2,  1908,  Acting  Secretary  Oliver  adheres  to  previous  decision. 
Brief  Adjutant  General's  Office,  1883 ;  General  Order  125,  Headquarters  Artil- 
lery, October  21,  1882,  findings  court  of  inquiry. 
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Extracts  report  Gen.  Curtis  April  6,  1882  (p.  199,  vol.  8,  R.  R.). 
December  12,  1893,  Secretary  of  War  transmits  medal  for  distinguslhed  gal- 
lantry. 
One  medal  issued  January  16,  1894. 
1215.  Carr,  Eugene  A.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1288  (296371).     Malvern  Hill,  Va..  July  1,  1862.    Wounded  and  car- 
ried to  rear;  secured  rifle,  voluntarily  returned  to  front,  failed  to  find  regi- 
ment, joined  another,  fought  until  wounded  and  taken  prisoner. 
This  man  applies  for  medal,  and  submits  letters  dated  August  14,  July  2, 
and  August  26,  1891,  addressed  to  Secretary  of  War  by  Lieut.  Col.  J.  H.  Barnes. 
Sergt.  Cogswell,  and  Capt.  T.  W.  Clarke. 

No  special  mention  of  bravery  found  in  records  R.  and  P. 
August  29.  1891,  Acting  Adjt.  Gen.  Vincent  states  evidence  lacking  in  this 
case;  Assistant  Secretary  denies  medal. 

December  2,  1897,  submits  additional  evidence. 

Three  statements,  J.  H.  Barnes,  lieutenant  colonel  Twenty-ninth  Massachu- 
setts;  Gen.   D.  H.  Hill,  description  of  battle  at  Gaines  Mill  in   Battles  and 
Leaders  of  Civil  War. 
Statement  of  ai>|>licnnt. 
January  24,  1898.  letter  Senator  G.  F.  Hoar. 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
t)ne  medal  issued  April  1.  1898. 

1288.  Osborne,  William  H.,  Company  C,  Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1343  (380195).  Chickamauga,  Ga.,  September  20,  1863.  Seized  col- 
ors retreating  regiment  and  led  it  into  thick  of  attack. 

January  15.  1894,  Gen.  A.  Baird  asks  medal  for  this  man;  describes  service. 

January  28,  1864,  specifically  mentione<l  in  battle  reports,  Col.  Vandeveer, 
Thirty-fifth  Ohio. 

Report  Gen.  J.  M.  Brannon,  S^^ptember  29,  1863,  specifically  mentions. 

January  16,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  denies  for  lack  evidence. 

February  3,  1894,  letter  Gen.  H.  B.  Boynton  mentions  specific  incident. 

June  6,  1895,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  June  12,  1895. 

1343.  Gilley,  Clinton  A.,  Second  Minnesota  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1228  (504522).  Antietnm,  Md..  September  17,  1862.  Voluntarily  ex- 
posed himself  to  great  danger  in  fighting  line  succoring  wounded  and  helpless 
and  getting  them  to  hospital. 

January  8,  1898,  this  man  asks  for  medal ;  describes  service. 
September,  1897,  aflldavit  Bernard  Byrne.  Thirty-third  New  York;  aflftdavit 

Frank  McGuire,  private; 'affidavit  Thomas  Casey,  private;  October,  1897.  all 

of  Thirty-third  New  York. 

Report  W.   H.   Irwin,  commanding  Third   Brigade,   Second  Division,    Sixth 

Artillery  Corps,  specifically  mentions  this  man,  volume  19,  part  1,  page  409. 
March  22,  1898.  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  March  30,  1898. 
1228.  Curran,  Richard,  Thirty-third  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1527   (390500).    Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  4  and  5,  1863.     In  com- 
mand of  the  picket  line  held  the  enemy  In  check  all  night  to  cover  the  retreat 
of  the  Army. 
May   12,   1894,   John   Hancock,   major,   Acting   Adjutant   General,    requests 

medal  for  this  man ;  describes  Incident,  and  quotes  Gen.  W.  S.  Hancock's  order 

of  May  10,  1863,  and  Gen  Meagher's  order  of  May  10,  1863. 
June  1,  1894,  Gen.  J.  R.  Brooke  states,  "  I  would  recommend  medal  on  Gen. 

Hancock's  letter  of  May  10,  1863,  alone." 
May  3,  1863,  report  of  E.  Whlteford,  Eighty-eighth  New  York. 
May  4,  1863,  report  of  No.  1527. 
June  12,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  states :  **  Shows  gallant  service 

under  specific  orders.    More  detailed  information  desired." 

August  28,  1894,  Congressman  McAleer  submits  letter  of  Maj.  Hancock,  dated 

February  15.  1895.  who  states  the  service  was  voluntary. 

'  Mar.  14,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  grants  medal  for- most  distinguished 

gallantry  at  the  Battle  of  Chancellorsville. 
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One  medal  issued  March  26,  1895. 

1527.  Mulholland,  St.  Clair  A.,  major,  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry. 

Case  No.  1529  (326973).    Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     Remained  in  the 

rifle  pits  after  the  others  had  retreated,  tiring  constantly  and  contesting  the 

ground  step  by  step. 

April  23,  1892,  Senator  Cameron  submits  petition  of  1529.  Contains  state- 
ments of  Col.  R.  McAllister,  March  1,  1864 ;  Capt.  B.  F.  Moorehouse,  November 
21,  1891;  Lieut.  Rosseter,  November  19,  1891;  Capt.Meelier,  November  12,  1891; 
First  Sergt.  William  Hand,  November  13,  1891 ;  and  statement  of  1529. 

December  1,  1891,  J.  R.  Hardine  transmits  letter  to  Senator  McPherson. 

April  25,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  this  man  for  distin- 
guished conduct  at  the  Battle  of  Chancellorsville. 

Senator  Cameron,  in  indorsement,  states:  "The  within  case  has  been  re- 
ferred to  me  as  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
It  appears  from  the  testimony  of  the  officers  that  this  man  is  without  the  action 
of  Congress  clearly  entitled  to  a  medal  for  brave  and  distinguished  services 
rendered  by  him. 

The  Adjutant  General's  records  show  that  Col.  McAllister  recommended 
three  enlisted  men  for  medals  of  honor  for  bravery  in  engagements,  May  3  and 
4,  1863,  but  No.  1529  was  not  mentioned. 

April  29,  1892,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  directed  issue. 

One  medal  Issued  May  6,  1892. 

1529.  Oss,  Albert.  DrJvate,  Company  B,  Eleventh  New  Jersey  Infantry. 

.Case  No.  1546  (538449).  Near  Bristol  Station,  Va.,  October  14,  1863.  With  one 
companion  returned  in  the  face  of  the  enemy's  heavy  artillery  fire  and  re- 
moved to  a  place  of  safety  a  severely  wounded  soldier  who  had  been  left  be- 
hind as  the  regiment  fell  back. 

January  30,  1899,  A.  B.  Jameson,  lieutenant,  Sixth  Pennsylvania  Reserve 
Volunteers,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man.  Describes  Incident.  Incloses 
statement  of  1546,  dateil  January  12,  1899,  describing  Incident. 

December  27,  1898,  affidavit  of  W,  H.  H.  Core,  major,  Sixth  Pennsylvania 
Reserve  Volunteers. 
January  4,  1898,  affidavit  of  C.  S.  Fornwald. 

January  30,  1899,  resolution  of  the  Sixth  Regiment,  Pennsylvania  Reserve 
Volunteers,  petitioning  for  a  medal. 

April  21,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry. 
One  medal  issued  May  13,  1899. 

1546.  Corson,  Joseph  K.,  assistant  surgeon.  Sixth  Pennsylvania  Reserves. 
(Thlrty-flfth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers.) 

Case  No.  1530  (505179).  Baxter  Springs,  Kans.,  October  6,  1863.  While  In 
command  of  two  companies  of  Cavalry,  was  surprised  and  attacked  by  several 
times  his  own  number  of  guerrillas,  but  gallantly  rallied  his  men  and  after  a 
severe  struggle  drove  the  enemy  outside  the  fortifications.  Lieut.  Pond  then 
went  outside  the  works  and,  alone  and  unaided,  fired  a  howitzer  three  times, 
throwing  the  enemy  Into  confusion  and  causing  him  to  retire. 
January  15,  1898.    N.  M.  Curtis  applies  for  medal  and  cites  report  of  MaJ. 

B.  S.  Henning,  Third  Wisconsin  Cavalry,  dated  October  7,  1863,  found  at  page 

69.5,  volume  22,  Series  I,  Part  I :  report  of  October  15,  1863,  of  Col.  C.  W.  Blair. 

Fourteenth  Kansas  Cavalrj',  page  690;  and  report  of  October  19,  1863,  of  Maj. 

J.  Blunt,  page  688 ;  all  commendatory  mention. 
Octooer  7,  1863,  report  of  1530.  describes  Incident. 
W.  C.  Quantrell,  Confederate  States  Army,  commanding  Confederate  forces, 

describes  action. 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  March  30,  i898. 
1.530.  I*ond,  James  B.,  first  lieutenant.  Company  C,  Third  Wisconsin  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1537  (497031).  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.  Displayed  most  con- 
spicuous gallantry  on  the  field,  vigorously  contesting  the  advance  of  the  enemy 
and  continuing  to  encourage  his  troops  after  being  himself  severely  wounded. 
June  21,  1893,  Sergt.  Charles  T.  Keefer,  Seventieth  New  York  Volunteers,  and 

Felix  Brannigan,  private.  Seventy-fourth  New  York  Volunteers,  present  claim 
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and  cite  two  instances,  one  at  Chancellorsvllle,  gallantry,  and  the  other  at 
Gettysburg. 

May  13,  1863,  Gen.  J.  B.  Carr,  commendatory  mention. 

Aujyrust  21,  1893,  major  general  commanding,  can  not  take  action  looking  to 
a  final  decision. 

December  26,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  asks  commanding  general  for 
opinion  or  recommendation. 

January  3,  1894.  Gen.  Schotield  recommends  medal  of  honor  for  distinguished 
gallantry  at  Ohancellorsville  and  Gettysburg. 

November  15,  1893,  detailed  statement  by  Gen.  Tremaln. 

June  18,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  asks  (ien.  Tremaln  for  further  evidence. 

May  5,  1897,  Mr.  Keefer  flle<l  notice  for  himself-  and  Brannigan  for  cancel- 
ing application  for  meilal  for  Gettysburg.  It  is  not  apparent  that  services  were 
rendered  above  and  beyond  duty. 

May,  1893,  Gen.  Stanley  receive<l  medal  for  service  at  Franklin,  Tenn.  That 
Is  tlie  only  case  of  a  corps  ommander. 

Gens.  Balrd  and  Robinson,  division  commanders,  received  me<lals  for  lead- 
ing tro<»ps. 

Gen.  (.'arr,  who  commanded  a  division,  refers  to  the  salutary  effect  of  Geu. 
Sickles's  presence  on  the  field. 

Gen.  Hobinson  was  in  front  of  his  brigade  In  a  desperate  attack  until 
wounded.  Gen.  Baird  placed  himself  in  front  of  a  third  of  his  division,  ab- 
senting himself  from  the  other  two-thirds  where  he  belonged.  He  led  the  ifrac- 
tlon  in  a  successful  assault,  losing  two  horses.  This  brief  of  iweiu  G.  W. 
Davis  submitte<l  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  Gen.  Buggies  June  15,  1897.  No 
action  taken,  but  Mr.  Keefer  was  Informeil  of  probable  adverse  decision. 

Iteturn  of  all  papers  requestetl  by  Mr.  Keefer. 

November  18,  1893,  C.  T.  Keefer,  notation :  "  Gen.  Grant  informed  rae  per- 
sonally that  he  would  take  up  this  case  on  evidence  of  some  officer  having  per- 
sonal knowledge." 

October  30,  1897,  by  direction  of  the  President,  medal  is  presented  for  display 
of  most  conspicuous  gallantry  on  the  field,  both  before  and  after  the  loss  of  his 
leg. 

One  medal  Issued  October  30,  1897. 

l.'>37.  Sickles,  Daniel  E.-  major  general.  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  975  (493  H  1866).     St.  Louis,  Mo.,  September  5,  1864.     Extinguished 

an  Incendiary  fire  in  quartermaster's  warehou.se. 

June  21,  1866,  this  man  asks  medal ;  describes  service. 

Febnmrj'  2,  1867,  Congressman  Hogan  refers  above  letter  to  Secretary  of 
War. 

February  4,  1867,  Acting  Adjutant  General  Vincent  states  that  the  matter 
was  once  mentioned  In  his  presence  some  time  last  year,  but  he  has  no  papers 
in  the  case  and  does  not  know  concerning  It. 

R  D.  Town  send  forwards  medal  honor  April  16,  1867. 

One  medal  issued  April  16,  1867. 

975.  Hawken,  James  M.,  storekeeper,  Quartermaster  Department. 

Case  No.  1271  (1256  ACP71).  White  Oak  Swamp  Bridge,  Va.,  June  30,  1862. 

When  captain  wounded,  succeeded  to  command  two  batteries  engaged  against 

superior  force;  fought  guns  most  gallantly  until  compelled  to  retire. 

September  18,  1897,  Senator  Sewell  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  cites  service. 

Gen.  John  R.  Brooke,  September  7,  1897,  also  asks  medal  for  this  maa ;  cites 
incident. 

Letter,  September  2,  1897,  Maj.  Robert  Nugent,  commanding  Irish  brigade, 
commendatory. 

October  14,  1897,  Senator  Sewell  asks  Information  about  request  for  medal, 
inclosing  letter  applicant  dated  October  13,  1897,  to  himself. 

November  5,  1897,  letter  Asa  Bird  Gardiner  describes  incident  of  June  30, 
1863. 

November  16,  1897,  detailed  statement  of  1271. 

November  18,  1897,  letter  Robert  Nugent. 

November  19,  1897,  affidavit  of  1271. 

Report  1271  dated  July  6,  1862,  commanding  battery  Fourth  Artillery. 

November  27,  1897,  letter  Secretary  of  War  (not  signed)  stating  that  this 
man  and  his  comrades  all  did  their  duty  bravely.    Medal  denied. 

December  4,  1897,  pencil  notation :  "  Secretary  of  War  says  file :  *  No  action.'  ** 
(Signed)  G.  W.  D. 
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December  6,  1897,  Maj.  Gen.  Brooke  elaborates  statement  in  regard  to  inci- 
dent. 

November  12,  1897,  Secretary-  Alger  from  Schofleld ;  adverse  decision  reached. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  2,  1898. 

1271.  King,  Rufus,  Fourth  United  States  ArUllery. 

CaseNo.  1006  (493710).     1861  and  1862.     Services  during  the  rebellion. 

August  3,  1871,  father  of  this  man  requests  medal  for  son.  **  Only  son,  left 
England  November,  1859,  enlisted  Fifteenth  Regiment  New  York  Engineers  as 
carpenter.  Eleven  months  after  building  bridge  on  James  River  took  fever 
and  died  Maiy  30,  1862,  age  27.  Received  pension  to  bring  up  motherless  girl 
left  with  me,  13  years  of  age."    Desires  medal  to  hand  down  to  posterity. 

August  7,  1871,  forwarded  to  Secretary  of  War. 

Adjutant  General  cites  service;  states  no  medals  for  general  distribution. 

Secretary  Belknap,  August  31,  1871,  says :  "  Send  medal  to  this  soldier 
through  the  State  Department."    Medal  sent  September  30,  1871. 

September  4,  1871,  E.  D.  Townsend,  Acting  Adjutant  General,  to  John  Potts, 
C.  C. :  "  Cause  medal  to  be  engraved  for  this  man." 

One  medal  issued  September  30,  1871. 

1006.  Storr,  Robert  Company  A,  Fifteenth  New  York  Volunteer  Engineers. 

Case  No.  1053  (38799.1).     Wilsons  Creek,  Mo.,  August  10,  1861.     Conspicuously 

gallant  in  leading  regiment  in  successful  charge  against  the  enemy. 

June  22,  1892,  friends  of  this  man  request  medal;  service  at  Wilsons  Creek 
cited.     R.  R.,  volume  3,  Series  I,  Maj.  Sturgis's  report. 

June  25,  1892,  ^ol.  Ainsworth,  R.  and  P.  Office,  recommends  for  conspicuous 
gallantry  at  WMlsons  Creek,  Mo.,  August  10,  1861. 

Approved  June  25,  1892,  by  Secretary  Elkins. 

One  medal  Issued  July  2,  1892. 

1053.  Schofleld,  John  M.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1757   (508024).     Harpeth  River,  Teim.,  December  17,  1864;   Selma. 

Ala.,  April  2,  1865.     Obtained  permission,  advanced  on  enemy's  position  with 

Fourth   United  States  Cavalry,  led  attack  upon  battery,  dispersed  enemy, 

captured  guns.    Charged  at  head  of  regiment  into  second  and  last  line  of 

enemy's  works. 

February  1,  1898,  Gen.  J.  H.  Wilson  asks  metlal  for  this  man;  describes 
s«ervice  of  his  staff  officer. 

Report  February  1.  1865.  Gen.  Wilson  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  metlal. 

One  metlal  issued  March  30,  1898. 

1757.  Beaumont.  Eugene  B.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1566   (460565).     Chancellorsville.  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     At  great  risk 

voluntarily  saved  the  lives  of  and  brought  from  the  battle  field  two  wounded 

comrades. 

October  21,  1896,  W.  H.  Barr  submits  letter  of  October  16,  1896,  of  this  man; 
also  statement  describing  incident. 

Statement  of  Corpl.  J.  Walnwright,  Twenty-third  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

June  13,  1895,  two  letters  of  Col.  Crabb. 

This  officer  was  dismls-sed  the  service;  order  of  dismissal  revoked  January 
29.  1866.  Act  Congress  May  11,  1896,  corrected  military  record  to  show  honor- 
able dLscharge  December  2,  1864. 

Commendatory  mention  in  Col.  E.  Burd  Grubb's  report  May  10,  1863. 

Favorable  indorsement  Lieut.  Col.  T.  C.  Moore,  Thirty-fpurth  New  Jersey 
Volunteers. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  2,  1896. 

1566.  Taylor,  Forrester  L.,  Company  D,  Twenty-third  New  Jersey  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1264  (359879).  South  Mountain,  Md.,  September  14,  1862.  Alone, 
I       unaided,  left  hand  disabled,  captured  Confe<lerate  captain  and  four  men. 

Congressman  Owens  submits  letter  J.  H.  Smith,  dated  February  21,  1893, 
requesting  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavit,  February,  1893,  of  applicant  describing  incident ;  affidavit  M.  Wat- 
kins,  February  17,  1893;  joint  affidavit  Richard  Conley  and  Nelson  M.  Lamb, 
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December  14,  1893;  affidavit  January  5,  1894,  of  applicant  with  full  statement; 
two  affidavits,  February,  1893,  E.  H.  Newkirk  and  J.  C.  McVlcker,  comrades. 
Twelfth  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

August  12,  1893,  Grant  considers  evidence  Insufficient, 

January  11,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  awards  medal  on  additional  statement 
and  affidavits  furnished  for  most  distingruished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  Januarj^  31,  1894. 

1264.  Inscho.  Leonidas  H.,  Company  E,  Twelfth,  and  Company  A,  Twenty- 
third  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1737   (492391).  Reams  Station,  Va.,  August  25,  1864.     Regiment  re- 
tiring under  tire  voluntarily  remained  behind  to  succor  wounded  officer  in 
great  danger,  secured  assistance  and  removed  officer  to  place  of  safety. 
August  6,  1897,  Col.  J.  K.  Robinson.  Sixteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  asks 
medal  and  describes  incident;  sworn  to  September  7,  1897. 

Letter,  September  2,  1897,  Col.  James  A.  Beaver,  One  hundred  and  forty- 
eighth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers;  also  affidavit,   September  24,  1897,  of  Col. 
Beaver. 
October  2,  1897.  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  October  16,  1897. 
1737.  Rohm,  Ferdinand  F.,  Sixteenth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1054  (18148-93).    Fairfax,  Va.,  June  1,  1861.    Twice  charged  through 

enemy's  lines,  taking  carbine  from  an  enlisted  man ;  shot  enemy's  captain. 

October  20,  1893,  Lieut.  Col.  Barr  asks  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  two 
affidavits,  June  26,  1893,  of  Capt.  P.  M.  Boehm,  United  States  Army,  and  Private 
John  J.  Curley,  Second  Cavalry.  « 

November  2,  1893,  approved  by  Schofield. 

November  4,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  issues  medal  for  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  November  13,  1893. 

1054,  Tompkins,  Charles  H.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1770   (376040).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  1,  1864.    Led  the  brigade 

skirmish  line,  in  a  desperate  charge  on  the  enemy's  masked  batteries,  to  the 

muzzles  of  the  guns,  where  he  was  severely  wounded. 

October  28,  1893,  Gen.  D.  Butterfleld  submits  petiUon  for  medal  for  this  man. 
This  petition  is  signed  by  officers  of  the  Sixteenth  Michigan  Regimental  Asso- 
ciation and  35  other  survivors. 

Letter  October  26,  1893,  of  G.  D.  Sidman  describing  Incident. 

Adjutant  General's  Office  record  shows  this  man  was  wounded  at  CJold  Harbor. 

Extracts  of  contemporaneous  commendatory  mention  by  Lieut.  CJol.  J.  V. 
Ruehle,  commanding  Sixteenth  Michigan,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

Gen.  J.  J.  Bartlett  commendatory  mention. 

Extract  from  letter  of  Col.  Partridge,  August  11, 1865,  commendatory ;  recom- 
mended for  brevet. 

'     November  8,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  L.  A.  Grant  issues  medal  for  dis- 
tinguished gallantr>\ 

One  medal  issued  December  4,  1893. 

1770.  Hill,  Edward,  captain  Company  K,  Sixteenth  Michigan  Infantry. 
Case  N.  1763  (331661).    Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Although  severely 

wounded  he  led  the  regiment  against  the  enemy,  under  a  terrlffic  fire,  and 

saved  a  battery  from  capture. 

March  31,  1892,*  Col.  11.  L.  Orr,  Sixty-first  Pennsylvania  Inf Antry,  asks  for 
medal  for  this  man.  This  letter  is  indorsed  by  Gen.  T.  W.  Hyde,  April  5, 
1892;  indorsed  by- Gen.  G.  W.  Getty,  April  11.  1892;  indorsed  by  Gen.  H.  G. 
Wright,  April  15.  1892. 

April  21,  1892,  Col.  Orr  requested  to  designate  particular  action  in  which  No. 
1763  was  distinguished. 

April  25,  1892,  letter  of  Col.  Orr  submitted,  designating  Spottsylvania,  Pa. 

April  27,  1892,  Col.  Orr  was  informed  that  affidavits  were  necessary  to  come 
within  the  law. 

May  9,  1892,  affidavit  of  David  Glntlier,  private,  was  submitted,  which  Is 
sworn  and  subscribed  to  by  Comrades  T.  J.  McGeoy  and  C.  F.  Kennedy,  Sixty- 
first  Pennsylvania  Infantry.  Col.  Orr  notes  that  those  men  are  members  in 
good  standing  and  belong  to  the  Sixty-first  Pennsylvania  Infantrv. 

May  31,  1892.  Gen.  Schofield  states:  "Conduct  of  1763  fully  merits,  in  my 
judgment,  a  medal." 
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June  4,  1892,  Assistant  Secretary,  having  personally  considered  the  case, 
directs  issue  of  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  June  25,  1892. 

1763.  Clausen,  Charles  H.,  first  lieutenant.  Company  H,  Sixty-first  Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry. 

Case  No.  1728  (366075)!     Dug  Gap,  Ga.,  May  8,  1864.     Voluntarily  risked  his 

life  in  rescuing,  under  the  fire  of  the  enemy,  a  wounded  comrade  who  was 

lying  between  the  lines. 
Case  No.  1749  (366075).     Dug  Gap,  Ga.,  May  8, 1864.     Risked  his  life  in  rescuing 

a  wounded  comrade  under  fire  of  the  enemy. 

May  17,  1893,  Senator  C.  K.  Davis  .submits  application  of  1728  for  medal  of 
honor  for  himself  and  for  1749,  inclosing  affidavit. 

May  16.  1893,  of  1728. 

August  24, 1893,  Assistant  Secretary  L.  A.  Grant  requires  f  urtlier  evidence. 

March  14,  1894,  No.  1728  submits  affidavits  of  Lieut.  Col.  S.  D.  Warner,  dated 
September  25,  1893,  and  of  Corpl.  D.  M.  Wright,  dated  October  25,  1893,  both  of 
the  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth  New  York  Volunteers. 

April  5,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  issues  two  medals  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry. 

Two  medals  issued  April  33,  1894. 

1728.  McKay,  Charles  W.,  sergeant,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth 
New  York  Infantry. 

1749.  Welch,  Stephen,  sergeant,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth 
New  York   Infantry. 

Case  No.  1539  (355575).    Chickamauga,  Ga.,  September  20,  1863.    Held  out  to 

the  last  with  a  small  force  against  the  advance  of  superior  numbers  of  the 

enemy. 

December  24,  1892,  J.  F.  Conawny  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  indorsed  by  Gen. 
W.  I.  Palmer. 

August  23,  1893,  service  valuable  and  worthy  of  high  commendation,  but  not 
kind  for  which  medals  are  authorized.    Not  favorably  considered. 

November  10,  1893,  petition  signed  by  four  officers  of  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania 
Cavalry.  **  Carrying  dispatches  from  Gen.  Palmer,  Athens,  Ga.,  to  Gen,  Upton, 
Augusta,  Ga.,  and  securing  information  of  Jefferson  Davis  and  party." 

November  21,  1893,  Grant  issues  metlal  for  distinguislied  gallantry  in  action 
at  Chickamauga. 

One  medal  issued  December  4,  1893. 

1539.  Taylor,  Anthony,  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1767  (415476).    Petersburg,  Va.,  June  17,  1864.    Refused  to  leave  the 

field,  remaining  in  command,  after  being  wounded  by  a  piece  of  shell,  and  led 

his  command  in  the  assault  on  the  enemy's  works  on  the  following  day. 

April  25,  1895,  Howard  Thornton  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

April  27,  1895,  advised  of  the  requirements  of  evidence  of  eyewitnesses. 

May  28,  1895,  evidence  submitted. 

May  1.  1895,  letter  of  Lieut.  A.  W.  Belcher,  Fifteenth  New  York  Heavy  Artil- 
lery. 

May.  1895,  letter  of  Lieut.  John  Ritchie,  Fifteenth  New  York  Heavy  Artillery. 

1864,  Gen.  Warren's  report.  Series  I,  volume  42,  part  1,  page  429;  Gen.  Ayres's 
report,  page  471. 

May  6,  1895,  statement  of  Col.  M.  Wiedrleh,  Fifteenth  Regiment  Heavy  Artil- 
lery, New  I'ork  Volunteers. 

July  9.  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  states :  "A  gallant  officer,  but  case  not 
deemed  proper  for  medal." 

March  13,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  advises  Congressman  N.  M.  Curtis, 
reconsideration  of  case. 

Curtis  refers  to  statement  of  Lieut.  Ritchie. 

April  27, 1896,  statement  of  Lieut.  A.  W.  Belcher. 

June  3,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  June  10,  1896. 

1767.  Dickey,  William  D.,  captain,  Battery  M,  Fifteenth  New  York  Heavy 
Artillery. 
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Case  No.  1764  (250985).     Pleasant  Hill,  La.,  April  9,  1864.     During  an  attack  by 

the  enemy,  voluntarily  left  the  brigade  quarteranaster,  with  whom  he  had  l>een 

detailed  as  a  clerk,  rejoined  his  command,  and,  acting  as  first  lieutenant,  leil 

the  line  further  toward  the  clnirging  enemy. 

April  13,  1887,  this  man's  request  for  medal  of  honor  is  forwarded  liy  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Cyrus  Bussey.  In  this  letter  No.  1764  de- 
scribes his  service  in  detail. 

April  26,  1887.  Indorsed  by  George  Sawin,  first  lieutenant,  Fifty-el«hth  Illinois 
Volunt^r  Infantry. 

Furlough  of  March  6,  1865,  is  referretl  to  by  him  In  a  letter  to  his  father  and 
mother. 

June  1,  1887,  letter  of  John  Ware,  lieutenant.  Company  A,  One  hundred  and 
nineteenth  Illinois  Infantry,  states  there  Is  no  better  or  braver  man  on  the 
battle  field. 

1887,  statement  of  Delos  Allen,  quartermaster,  United  States  Volunteers. 

June  6,  1887,  letter  of  1764  to  Gen.  Schofield. 

This  case  was  denied  twice,  June  24  and  July  16,  1887.  because  medals  were 
only  Issued  for  dlstlngulslied  conduct  In  action.  Gen.  Schofield  does  not  know 
anything  about  the  merits  of  the  case. 

September  1,  1890,  requests  reoi)ening  of  his  case,  believing  his  claim  not 
fairly  considered. 

September  8,  1890,  Assistant  Secretary  Bussey  again  requests  medal  for  this 
man. 

September  11,  1890,  Gen.  Schofield  states,  in  spite  of  obvious  defects  In  papers, 
taken  together,  I  think  there  Is  sufliclent  evidence  of  conspicuous  bravery  at  the 
battle  of  Pleasant  Hill,  La.,  April  9,  1864,  and  award  of  medal  recommended. 

September  12,  1890,  Acting  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered 
case,  concurs  in  Gen.  Schofield's  recommendation,  and  directs  Issue  of  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  September  19,  1890. 

1764.  Cook,  John  H.,  sergeant.  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  nineteenth 
Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1050  (2198  EB  SO).  Bull  Run,  Va..  July  21,  1861.     Gallantry  In  action; 

was  wounded  In  advance  of  regiment. 

February  12,  18S0,  Mathew  Maginnls,  delegate  in  Congress,  captain  First 
Minnesota  Volunteers,  incloses  affidavit  of  G.  W.  .Tohnes,  dated  Februarv  12, 
1880. 

February  24,  1880.  Adjutant  General  notifies  Congressman  Maginnls  that 
iredal  can  not  be  awardetl  in  this  case,  as  it  does  not  appenr  from  the  records 
or  from  inclosed  pai)ers  that  this  man  performed  any  special  a<t  of  gallantry. 
He  was  wounded,  as  were  others,  wliile  in  regimental  line. 

February  12,  1880.  affidavit  of  applicant 

March  6,  1880.  Congressman  Magiunis  asks  reconsideration;  .states  he  was 
an  eyewitness  and  cognizant  of  facts  set  forth  In  papers. 

March  18,  1880.  medal  gninted  in  this  case:  signed  by  K.  D.  Townsend,  Adju- 
tant General.     One  nunlal  issued  April  1,  1880. 

1050.  aierrltt,  John  G.,  (Company  K,  First  Mlimesota  Volunteers. 

Case  1015    (503536).  Dutch  Gap  Canal,   Va.,  January  1,  1865.     After  fuse  to 

mined  bulkhead  had  betn  lighted,  picket  guard  not  withdrawn,  mounted  i>ulk- 

head  and  at  great  personal  danger  warned  guard. 

December  29.  1S97,  Capt.  II.  P.  O'Reilly.  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  United 
States  Colored  Troops,  requests  medal  for  this  man;  describes  service  and 
reconnnends. 

.January  15,  1898,  Lieut.  Co\.  W.  U.  King  descrll>es  the  mine  explosion ;  evi- 
dence rather  negiUive. 

August  25,  1898,  Secretary  of  War  very  carefully  considers  case;  applicant 
l)rave  man ;  notwithstanding  exhibition  of  valor,  adverse  decision  reached. 

November  28,  1S98.  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  states  ui)on  reconsidera- 
tion and  because  evidence  that  act  performed,  as  set  forth  in  commanding 
officer's  statement,  entitles  him  to  medal. 

One  m*Mlal  issued  December  8,  1898. 

101.5.  Thorn,    Walter,    One    hundred    and    sixteenth    Unlte<l    States    Colored 
Troops. 
Case  No.  1047   (3.08124).     Bull  Hun,   Va..  July  '21,  1861.     Removed  dead  and 

wounded  imder  fire. 

September  26.  1804,  this  man  asks  for  medal ;  describes  service. 
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September  22   1894,  eeHificate  Col.  C.  W.  Roberts,  Second  Maine  Infantry 

tinSh^^'pmanS^'  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  dls- 
One  meilal  issued  December  27,  1894. 

1047.  Knowles,  Abiather  J.,  Company  D.  Second  Maine  Infantry. 
Case  No.  1012  (9308  WD  71).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  Mav  8  to  11,  1864      Carried 
important  dispatches  from  President  to  (Jrant,  passing  through  enemy  coun- 
try, deliyered  mossiijres  and  returned  to  Washington  \yith  replies. 
November  15,  1871,  this  man  requests  medal;  describes  service;  states  Secre- 
tary Stanton  promlse<l  him  medal,  which  he  did  not  receive. 

November  1.5,  1871,  approved  by  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War;  notification  let- 
ter December  7,  1871. 

This  man  belonged  to  Company  D,  Third  Indiana  Cavalry,  and  signs  himself 
sc-rgeant.     Was  detailed  for  duty  in  War  Department  on  or  about  October  30, 
1862. 
One  medal  issued  December  7,  1871. 
1012.  Lynch,  .lohn  B. 

Case  No.  1.572  (7422  C  88).  Chancellorsville.  Va.,  May  3,  1863.  Auburn,  Va., 
Octol>er  14,  1863.  Saved  gun  Fifth  Maine  Batt«ry  from  capture.  Volun- 
tarily carrieil  orders  which  resulted  in  saving  from  destruction  or  capture 
picket  line  First  Division,  Se<*on<l  Army  Corps. 

August  8  and  9,  1S88,  this  man  requests  two  medals,  if  more  than  one  may  be 
granted. 

Novemoer  30,  1888,  letter  of  applicant  inclosing  extracts  of  commendatory 
mention. 

May  4  and  L"),  1863  and  18(y>,  Col.  Mulh<»llan<l.  (^lie  hundred  and  sixteenth 
Fennsylvania  Volunteers;  (ien.  Hancock,  1880,  Col.  J.  A.  Beaver,  One  hundre<l 
ami  forty -eighth  Pennsylvania  Voluuteej-s. 

October  17.  1863,  C\ipt.  S.  O.  Williannes,  One  hundred  and  .sixteenth  Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers.     October  30,  1888.  application  subndtted  to  Secretary-  of  War. 

November  6,  1888,  Schofleld  finds  nothing  be.vond  usual  good  conduct  in  battle 
in  this  case. 

November  0,  1888,  Secretary  of  War  states  service  rtjndered  not  of  unusual 
character  justifying  medal. 

November  29,  1888,  applicant  writes  Congressman  F.  I^awler. 

January  7,  1880,  (4en.  Schofleld  reviews  entli'e  record  and  is  of  opinion  medal 
may  be  fairly  granted  for  .service  at  Auburn,  Va.,  October  14,  18(>3. 

January  11.  1889,  after  careful  reconsideration  of  all  circumstances  in  this 
case  and  testimonials  submittefl.  by  distinguished  officers,  e.vewltnesses,  medal 
awanled  for  distinguished  services  at  Auburn  and  Chancellorsville. 

One  medal  issued  January  31,  1889. 

1572.  Sacrlste,  Louis  J.,  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1179  (450133).    Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.    Chancellorsville,  Va., 

May  2,  18(53.    At  great  i)er8oual  risk  voluntarily  saved  lives  and  brought  from 

field  two  wounded  comrades.     Voluntarily,  great  risk,  8ave<l  life  Capt.  Geo. 

R.  Carse,  Company  C,  Fortieth  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

May  14,  1896,  Lieut.  Ben.  C.  Welch,  Fortieth  New  York  Volunteers,  requests 
medal  for  this  man  and  cites  service. 

Adjutant  General's  Office  records  show  clean  service;  no  official  mention  of 
personal  conduct. 

June  17,  1896.  returned  for  further  evidence;  two  eyewitnesses  if  possible. 

June.  1896,  additional  statement  of  Welch. 

June  30,  1896,  A-slstant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  Issued  July  8.  1896. 

1179.  Boody,  Robert  ^I.,  Company  B,  Fortieth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  1178  (382339).     Newtonla,  Mo.,  September  30,  1862.     With  single  orderly 
captureil  an  armed  picket  of  eight  men  and  marched  them  In  prisoners. 
February  9,  1894,  Congressman  John  (\  Black  requests  me<lal  and  incloses 
affidavits  and  statement^  as  f(»llows:  Affi<lavit  John   Murphy,  Thirty-seventh 
Illinois.  February  2,  1894;  affidavit  J.  H.  Steger,  Acting  .\djutant  General,  Jan- 
uary   29,    1894;    statement    E.    B.    Brown,    February    2,    1894.    comra<le. 
Adjutant  General's  Office,  record  clean;  no  mention  dlstlngulshe<l  action. 
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February   15,   1894,   Assistant    Secretary    Doe:  "Lei   medal    issue    for   most 
distin^i^hed  ^llantrj'  at  Newtonia,  Mo." 
One  medal  issued  February  15,  1894. 
1178.  Blodgett.  Wells  H.,  Company  D,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1176   (467268).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.     Gallantly 

responded  to  call  for  volunteers  to  man  battery,  serving  with  great  heroism 

until  end  of  engagement. 

January  15,  1897,  Congressman  Charles  A.  Russell  submits  applications  of 
Robert  Colt  and  George  F.  Tinker  asking  medal  for  this  man. 

Adjutant  Generals'  Office  records  clean. 

Affidavit  Henry  B.  Lawrence,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Volunteers,  dated 
December  21,  1896. 

Affidavit  D.  D.  Brown,  Captain,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Volunteers,  dated 
January  7,  1897. 

Affidavit  Charles  T.  Chapel,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Volunteers,  dated  De- 
cember 21,  1896. 

February  8,  1897,  As-lstant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  February  15,  1897. 

1176.  Beck  with,  Wallace  A.,  Company  F,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No,  1175.    (465122),,    Corinth,  Miss.,  October  4,  1862.     Voluntarily   took 

command   of  another  regiment  with  consent   of  seniors;   rallied  command 

and  led  assault. 

December  23,  1896,  this  man  applies  to  Secretary  of  War  for  medal  ;  ^tates 
service. 

February  17.  1897,  statement  D.  C-  Cameron,  comrade. 

Adjutant  General's  records  do  not  show  name  of  Cameron  on  roll  of  In- 
dependent Battery,  Wisconsin  Light  Artillery,  but  do  show  Don  Carlos  Came- 
ron enrolled  August  29,  1861,  in  First  Independent  Battery  Wiscon?  in  Light 
Artillery. 

Extract  official  re\)ori  Lieut.  Archer,  page  217,  vol.  17,  RR,  October  12,  1862, 

Brig.  Gen.  Buford's  report,  pages  216-217,  dated  October  13,  1862,  same 
volume. 

Extract  report  Gen.  C.  S.  Hamilton,  page  207,  same  volume. 

July  23,  1897,  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

1175.  Archer.  James  W.,  Fifty-ninth  Independent  Infantry  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1168  (352350).  Tranters  Creek,  N.  C,  June  5,  1862.  Handle<l  bat- 
tery with  greatest  coolness  amidst  hottest  fire. 

December  6,  1892,  Senator  N.  W.  Aldrlch  transmits  application  of  thl.s  man 
for  medal ;  submits  copy  General  Order  No.  t,  Headquarters  Marine  Artillery 
June  9,  1862,  and  letter  siime  date  from  Acting  Adjutant  General  Hoffman. 

Letter  C^»l.  W.  A.  Howard,  commanding  Thirteenth  New  York  Artillery. 

Adjutant  General's  records  clean. 

Extract  Col.  Osborn's  report  RR.  volume  9.  pages  340,  342. 

August  "22,  1897,  Grant  directs  Issue  for  consDiruous  gallantry  at  Tranters 
Creek,  N.  C,  June  5,  1862. 

One  medal  issued  September  2,  1893. 

1168.  Avery,  William  B.,  First  New  York  Marine  Artillery. 

Case   No.    1229    (458468).     Baton    Rouge.    La..    August    5,   1862.     Voluntarily 

j-ought  line  battle,  alone  and  unaldtnl  captured  two  prisoners,  driving  them 

at  point  of  bayonet  before  him  to  headquarters. 

September  14,  1896,  Henry  Banford  nsks  medal  for  this  man ;  accompanies  re- 
quest by  affidavit  November,  1896,  of  Lieut.  Col.  R.  Fltzglbbon ;  affidavit  Capt. 
L.  O'Brien.  Ninth  Comiecticut  Volunteers;  affidavit  Fint  Lieut.  Daniel 
O^Sullivan. 

Official  reimrt  August  5,  1862,  page  71,  volume  15,  RR,  Lieut.  Col.  Fltzglbbon 
specifically  mentions  this  man. 

October  27,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  D<>e:  "Gallant  conduct,  but  appears 
to  have  received  appropriate  reward  by  being  given  commission  at  the  time." 

December  9.  1896,  In  the  light  of  sworn  statements  of  regimental  copimander, 
November  28,  1896,  medal  presented  for  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  December  16.  1896. 

1229.  Curtis,  John  C,  Ninth  Connecticut  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1247  (434439).     Antietam.  Md..  September  17.  1862,     While  exposed 

to  fire  of  enemy,  carried  from  field  wounded  comrade. 

November  16,  1895,  Congre8.smon  Sowden,  corporal  One  hundred  and  twenty- 
eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry,  describes  incident  and  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Testimony  two  eye-witnesses  reiiuireil. 

November  28,  1895.  affidavit  First  Sergt  B.  C.  Roth;  affidavit  Corpl.  W.  H. 
Lowden;  affidavit  of  applicant. 

December  4,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  December  12,  1895. 

1247.  Gresser,  Ignatz,  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1270  (470768).    Trenton,  N.  C,  May  15.  1862.     Voluntarily  left  re- 
tiring column,  returned  in  face  of  enemy  fire,  helped  wounded  man  on  horse, 
enabled  him  to  escape  capture  or  death. 
February  18.  1897,  aflBdavit  Col.  Gouraud.  eyewitness,  Third  United  States 

Volunteers,  captain  Third  New  York  Cavalry,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man; 

describes  incident ;  affidavit  sworn  to  September  17.  1897. 
March  10,  1897.  Gouraud  asks  action  on  application. 
September  18,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  September  28,  1897. 
1270.  Kenyon,  John  S.,  ('ompany  D,  Third  New  York  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1238  (541956).    Near  Jackson,  Tenn..  December  23,  1862.     Command 
surrounded  by  greatly  superior  force,  voluntarily  left  shelter  of  breastworks, 
crossed  open  railway  trestle  under  heavy  Are,  made  bis  way  out.  secured  re- 
inforcements for  relief  of  command. 
March  9,  1899,  this  man  asks  medal,  inclosing  affidavits  and  certificates  of 

four  eyewitnesses,  dated  March  8,   1899;   Capt.   John   Shockey,  Company   I; 

Pvts.  A.  Downing,  W.  H.  Rigdon,  and  Jacob  Routson,  all  of  One  hundred  and 

sixth  Illinois  Infantry;  affidavit  Capt.  David  Hartz,  One  hundred  and  sixth 

lUlnols  Infantry-,  February  15,  1899. 

Octol)er  29,  1899.  record  shows  date  of  action  should  have  been  December 

23.  1862. 

Clipping  from   Chicago  Inter-Ocean;   extract  report   Col.   George   P.   Ihrie, 

page  562,  volume  27,  par  I,  Rebellion  Records. 

November  28,  1899.  Maj.  Tweedale  says:**  Have  applicant  return  medal  for 

correction  of  date  and  new  me<lal  will  be  issued.*'    April  20,  1899,  Meiklejohn 

awards  for  distinguishe<l  gallantry. 
One  medal  l.ssued  Alay  16,  1899. 
12:i8,  Fox,  Henry,  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  sixth  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1501  (462015).  Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Volunteered  to 
ascertain  character  of  approaching  troops;  rode  close  enough  to  distinguish 
faces  of  enemj' ;  as  he  wheeled  they  opened  fire.  Union  troops  returning 
same.  Under  terrific  tire  from  both  sides,  rode  back  unhurt  to  lines,  avert- 
ing disaster  to  Army  by  heroic  act. 

November,  1896,  IJeut.  G.  I.  Whitehead,  Sixth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  re- 
quests medal  for  this  man ;  cites  service. 

Letter  Capt.  J.  W.  Martin,  Sixth  New  York  Light  Artillery,  April  6,  1895. 
Extract  contemporaneous  reports:  Gen.  Pleasanton,  May  18,  1863,  and  M>'^ 
11,  1863,  May  30,  1863,  Gen.  Sickles. 

November  20,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  dis- 
tinguished gallantry. 

One  meilal  Issued  November  27,  1896. 

1501.  Thomson,  Clifford,  First  New  York  Cavalry,  Fifth  United  States  Vol- 
unteers. 

Case  No.  1504  (299664).     Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.     Passed  through  mtir- 

derous  fire  of  grape  and  canister  delivering  orders,  and  re-formed  the  crow<le<l 

lines. 

May  31,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  Vermont,  requests  medal  for  this 
man;  cites  Gen.  Stannard's  report  July  4.  1863,  complimentary  to  this  man; 
letter  Col.  George  W.  Hooker,  also  letter  Col.  Voazey,  Sixteenth  Vermont. 

Report  Gen.  Stannard,  volume  27,  series  1,  part  1,  page  348. 
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letter  September  19,  1891.  George  W.  Hooker. 

June  4,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  conduct. 
Assistant  Secretary,  having  personally  considered  case,  directs  Issue,  June 
4,  1892. 

This  man  is  editor  of  the  Free  Press. 

One  medal  issued  June  27,  1892. 

1504.  Benedict,  George  G.,  Company  C,  Twelfth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case   No.   1225    (166992).    Fredertcksburg,   Va.,    December   13.   1862.      Seized 

regimental  colors,  bearer  having  been  shot,  waving  them  rallied    regiment 

under  heavy  fire. 

March  28.  1890,  letter  from  Congressman  Moore;  incloses  letter  of  applicant 
March  15,  1890. 

April  8, 1890,  Schofleld  says  necessary  evidence  lacking ;  affidavits  of  comrades 
required. 

May  5,  1890,  affidavit  G.  E.  Heath.  Tenth  New  Hampshire;  Aprtl  28,  1890, 
affidavit  of  Lieut.  Col.  J.  W.  Babbitt;  and  May  6,  1890,  affidavit  A.  Chase, 
both  of  Ninth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers. 

July  1,  1890,  Peck.  ad.1utant  general  Vermont,  sends  application  of  this  man, 
and  incloses  letter  from  him  dated  June  27,  1890. 

June  13,  1890,  Sch<^eld  recommends  award  for  conspicuous  bravery. 

June  16,  1890,  Assistant  Secretary,  having  personally  considered  case,  directs 
issue. 

One  medal  issued  June  28,  1890. 

1225,  Copp,  Charles  D.,  Ninth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1536  (444701 ) .    ChancellorsvlUe,  Va.,  May  3, 1863.    Assuming  command 
of  brigade,  rallied  around  colors  men  from  other  regiments  fought  with  these 
troops  with  great  brilliancy  through  several  hours  desperate  conflict,  remain- 
ing though  wounded,  and  inspiring  by  gallant  conduct. 
■February  28, 1896,  J.  J.  Gardiner  requests  medal  for  this  man. 
Published  account  referred  to  in  letter  of  Jos.  Dickinson. 
Commendatory  mention  in  reports  of  Sickles,  Brig.  Gen.  J.  B.  Carr,  and  Capt. 

Healy.  May,  1863, 
Extract  report  of  applicant.  May  8,  1863. 
March  24, 1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 

gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  March  25,  1896. 

1536.  Sewell,  William  J.,  Fifth  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1404  (451231).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.    Though  severely 

wounded  and  In  face  deadly  fire  at  short  range,  rushed  forward  and  was 

among  flrst  to  enter  enemy*s  works  on  crest  Maryes  Heights;  helped  plant 

regimental  colors  there. 

May  23,  1896,  this  man  asks  medal ;  incloses  testimonials  of  Lieut.  Col.  F.  B. 
Harlow,  Capt.  Z.  F.  Bliss,  and  Sergt.  Hetherston,  all  of  Sevepth  Massachusetts; 
papers  dated  March  31, 1865,  of  Col.  T.  D.  Johns,  Seventh  Massachusetts. 

June  16,  1896,  returned ;  application  should  be  made  by  some  other  person. 

Lieut.  Col.  F.  B.  Harlow's  application  is  submitted,  and  Assistant  Secretary 
Doe,  August  15,  1896,  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  August  24,  1896. 

1404.  Maxham,  Lowell  M.,  (Company  F,  Seventh  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1507  (16425).    Chlckamauga,  Ga.,  September  19,  1863.    Most  disUn- 

guished  gallantry  in  battle. 

September  13, 1893,  this  man  asks  medal,  citing  commendatory  mention  In  re- 
port of  Capt,  A.  B.  Dod,  Fifteenth  Infantry,  October  19,  1863,  volume  30,  part  I, 
page  317,  R.  R. 

Lieut.  W.  G.  Galloway's  statement  not  with  papers;  Galloway  cashiered  in 
1867. 

newspaper  clipping. 

September  21, 1893,  H.  C.  Corbin  returns ;  medals  issued  only  on  recommenda- 
tion of  eyewitnesses  and  evidence. 

January  25,  1894,  Schofleld :  "  No  recommendation  to  make." 

January  27,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  grants  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  January  27,  1894. 

1507.  Carson,  William  J.,  CJompany  E,  Fifteenth  United  States  Infantry. 
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Caae  No.  1219  (474419).    Antletam,  Md.,  September  17,  1802.    Wounded ;  taken 

to  rear  insensible;  partially  recovered,  insisted  upon  returning  to  battery  and 

resumed  command  of  piece ;  remained  until  close  of  battle. 

March  29, 1897,  Congressman  Bull  submits  application  for  medal  for  this  man 
of  John  A.  Tompkins,  lieutenant  colonel;  indorsed  by  Capt.  J.  A.  Hazard. 

Affiadivlts  Pvts.  McKay  and  McDonald,  March  22,  1897. 

July  13,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  20,  1897. 

1219.  Child,  Benjamin  H.,  Battery  A,  First  Rhode  Island  Light  Artillery 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1221  (358418).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13, 1862.    Gallantly  led 

regiment  in  battle  at  critical  moment. 

Col.  William  Greer  requests  medal  for  this  man,  February,  1893;  describes 
incident  and  service ;  approved  by  MaJ.  Oen.  J.  0.  Robinson. 

(Jen.  Robinson,  commendatory  report;  Gen.  Blrney  withdraws  recommenda- 
tion for  promotion  of  tfate  man;  record  "flnding  sentence  general  court-martial 
June  3, 1863 ;  General  Order  No.  93,  dated  October  17,  1863. 

Secretary's  office  February  14,  1893 :  "  The  Secretary  desires  the  award  of 
medal  and  invites  attention  to  approval  of  MaJ.  Gen.  J.  C.  Robinson,  who  called 
in  person  to  see  Secretary  on  subject  and  promised  favorable  action  if  no  in- 
superable objection  be  found  to  exist." 

March  1,  1893,  Schofield  states:  "In  my  Judgment,  based  on  records,  medal 
may  properly  be  awarded  under  the  law  to  this  man  for  distinguished  bravery 
in  action." 

March  3,  1893,  Secretary  Elkins  approves  "let  medal  be  issued  at  once  and 
make  case  special.    See  that  it  may  be  In  my  hands  Monday  next  if  possible." 

One  medal  issued  March  10,  1893. 

1221.  Collls,  Charles  H.  T.,  One  hundred  and  fourteenth  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers. 

Case  No.  1169  (375085).  Prairie  Grove,  Ark.,  December  7,  1862.  Gallantly 
charged  enemy  at  head  regiment  after  two  regiments  had  been  repulsed ;  cap- 
tured battery;  severely  wounded. 

October  12, 1893,  Capt.  T.  H.  L.  Payne,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois,  requests  medul 
for  this  man ;  describes  service. 

Extract  report  Col.  J.  White,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois,  C.  C.  Andrews,  and 
Brig.  Gen.  F.  J.  Herron,  in  which  this  man  is  specifically  mentioned  for  gal- 
lantry. 

October  28,  1893,  Secretary  of  War  personally  considers  case ;  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  31,  1893. 

1169.  Black,  John  C,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1180  (449533).  Rappahannock  Station,  Va.,  August  28,  1862.  Volun- 
tarily, and  at  great  personal  risk,  picked  up  an  unexploded  shell  and  threw 
it  away,  thus  doubtless  saving  the  life  of  a  comrade  whose  arm  had  been 
taken  off  by  the  same  shell. 

June  14,  1895,  this  man  requests  medal  and  describes  service. 
June  14,  1896,  testimony  In  support  of  application  requested. 
Lieut.  A.  F.  Chadwick,  May  7,  1896,  makes  statement. 

Affidavit,  dated  June  3,  1896,  Col.  A.  J.  Sellers  bears  testimony  to  gallant 
and  courageous  conduct  of  this  man  and  his  presence  of  mind  in  saving  life  of 
Donahoe 
Affidavit,  June  5,  1896,  T.  P.  Donahoe. 
June  6,  1896.  affidavit,  W.  H.  Chapman. 

June  30,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  July  8,  1896. 

1180.  Breyer,  Charles  Company  I.  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1171  (520938).  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.  To  encour- 
age regiment  never  before  in  action,  and  which  had  been  ordered  to  lie  down 
to  protect  itself  from  enemy's  fire,  arose  to  his  feet,  advanced  to  front  of 
line,  fire<l  several  shots  at  enemy  at  short  range,  being  fully  exposed  to  their 
Are  at  the  time. 

May  30,  1898,  Gen.  Sawtelle  recommends  this  man  for  me<lal ;  cites  R.  R. 
April  27,  1898,  certificate  Maj.  T.  F.  Tobey,  Seventh  Rhode  Island  Volunteers. 
Letter,  May  19,  1898,  recommends  this  man  for  medal,  Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox, 
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Pour  extracts  from  R.  R.,  O.  B.  Wilcox,  S.  D.  Sturjris,  James  Nagle,  Ge'». 
Burnside. 

December  3»  1898.  Melklejohn  awards  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 
One  medal  issued  December  30,  1898. 

1171.  Bliss,  Zenas  R..  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1051   (440324).  Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861.    Took  rifle  and  volun- 
tarily fought  with  regiment  in  ranks;  regiment  forced  back,  remained  on 
field  caring  for  wounded  and  was  taken  prisoner. 
January  11,  1898,  this  man  applies  for  medal  and  describes  service. 
Testimonial  signed  by  16  officers  and  18  enlisted  men,  Thirty-eighth  New  York 

Volunteers,  dated  November  15,  1861. 
Mentioned  specifically  in  official  report  July  29,  1861;  Lieut  Col.  A.  Farns- 

worth. 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  April  5,  1^8. 
1051  Murphy,  Charles  J.,  Thirty-eighth  New  York  Infantry. 

Cases  Nos.  1173  (10070  A  EB  87)  and  1172  (471524).  Stone  River,  Tenn..  De- 
cember 31,  1862,  and  January  1,  1863.    Gallantry  in  action. 
November  4,  1887,  this  man  requests  medal  under  decision  of  Secretary  of 
War,  dated  October  27,  1887. 

List  of  members  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry  from  Gen.  Rosecrans's 
report  (official)  who  went  to  the  front. 

First  Indorsement  Secretary  of  War  Endlcott,  October  27,  1887 :  "  It  appear- 
ing from  the  accompanying  papers  that  at  the  time  the  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania 
Cavalry  mutinied,  certain  members  of  that  organization  remained  steadfast: 
that  Gen.  Rosecrans  in  a  special  field  order,  dated  January  9,  18^,  announcing 
his  high  satisfaction  *  with  those  brave  and  determined  men  of  the  Anderson 
Guards  who  promptly  marched  to  aid  him  in  his  advance  on  Murf reesboro  * 
highly  commended  *  these  young  soldiers  and  their  brave  commanders'  for 
*  their  steadiness  under  fire  and  the  intrepidity  of  their  advance  on  the  enemy,* 
it  Is  therefore  ordered  that  upon  application  therefor,  and  proof  being  pre- 
sented of  identity  and  compliance  with  the  below-mentioned  conditions,  medals 
of  honor  be  awarded  to  those  members  of  the  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry 
who  participated  in  the  battle  of  Stone  River  and  rendered  faithful  service 
thereafter ;  like  action  in  awarding  medals  of  honor  to  members  of  a  regiment 
having  been  taken  in  the  case  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Maine  Volunteers.  June 
24,  1865,  and  also  in  the  cases  of  Col.  John  F.  Hartranft  and  others  of  tho 
Fourth  Pennsylvania  Militia  Infantry,  August  21,  1886." 

September  13,  1897,  Alger  indorses:  "Under  paragraph  177,  Army  Regula- 
tions, as  amended  by  General  Order,  No.  42,  Adjutant  General's  Office,  1897. 
the  services  rendered  by  those  members  of  the  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry 
whose  names  herein  appear,  in  obeying  orders,  going  to  the  front  and  doinj^ 
their  duty  at  the  Battle  of  Murfreesboro,  from  December  26  to  December  31. 
1862,  are  held  to  be  insufficient  to  Justify  the  award  of  the  congressional  medal 
of  honor. 

One  medal  issued  November  18,  1887,  and  one  November  16,  1887. 
1173.  Tweedale.  John,  Company  B,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

1172.  Bourke,  John  G.,  Company  E,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  Third 
United   States  Cavalry. 

HEADQUABTEaiS    DEPARTMENT   OF  THE  CUMBERLAND, 

Murfreesboro,  Term.,  January  9,  1863, 
Special  Field  Orders,  \ 

No.  6.  /  .  .  • 

XVIII.  The  general  commanding  announces  his  high  satisfaction  with  those 
brave  and  determined  men  of  the  Anderson  guards,  who  promptly  marched 
under  the  gallant  Majs.  Rosengarten  and  Ward  to  aid  him  in  his  advance  on 

Murfreesboro.  ,         ,   ,     ,.^  .      . 

These  young  soldiers  and  their  brave  commanders  vied  with  our  most  veteran 
Cavalry  \n  their  steadiness  under  fire  and  the  intrepidity  of  their  advance  on 
the  enemy,  and  nobly  sustained  the  honor  already  won  by  the  Seventh  Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry  for  the  Keystone  State. 

While  he  deplores  the  early  death  of  brave  young  Maj.  Rosengarten,  the 
sorrow  he  feels  at  his  loss  Is  mingled  with  a  soldier's  pride  to  know  that  he 
fell  like  a  hero,  and   for  the  sacred   cause  of  nationality.     He  trusts  MaJ. 
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Ward  may  recover  from  his  desperate  but  honorable  wounds,  will  live  te 
^ther  fresh  laurels  on  many  a  field  In  his  country's  service. 

The  general  commanding  is  grieved  to  learn  that  about  700  of  these  noble 
guards,  said  to  belong  to  families  of  good  standing  at  home,  have  chosen  under 
some  pretext  or  other  not  to  follow  their  companions  in  arms  to  the  field,  to 
share  with  them  the  dangers  and  the  glories  of  the  Fourteenth  Army  CJorps. 
He  can  not  imagine  what  could  have  moved  men  on  whom  he  laid  such  hopes 
to  a  course  so  base  and  selfish. 

He  can  not  conceive  how  they  could  shame  their  own  kin  and  stain  the  clear 
honor  of  their  native  State  by  conduct,  appearing  not  merely  base  and  cowardly, 
but  so  criminal  as  to  deserve  the  penalty  of  death.  Before  proo?eding  to  do 
what  his  duty  requires  and  having  them  dealt  with  as  their  conduct  merits, 
before  covering  them  with  that  deserved  Infamy  which  will  blast  them  forever 
in  the  esteem  of  their  fellows,  the  general  commanding  wishes  this  order  read 
to  them  and  all  who  are  not  lost  to  a  sense  of  honor,  to  step  forth  and  con- 
fess that  whatever  may  have  been  their  private  wants  or  griefs,  the  hour  of 
their  country's  peril  and  need  was  not  the  time  to  stand  back  and  falter  or 
expose  their  brethren  in  arms  to  danger  and  death  without  help.  Let  them 
then  resolve  on  some  reparation  which  will  give  him  an  opportunity  to  save 
some  of  them  from  impending  disgrace  and  ruin. 

*  «  *  «  *        -  #  « 

By  command  of  MaJ.  Gen.  Rosecrans: 

Henry  Stone, 
Lieutenant  and  Assistant  Acting  Adjutant  General, 
Ofilcial : 

I.  Bates  Dickson, 

Captain  and  Acting  Adjutant  General, 

Case  No.  1302  (797  A  87).    Thoroughfare  Gap,  Va.,  August  28,  1862;  Bull  Hun, 
Va.,  August  30,  1862.    Horse^shot  under  him,  voluntarily  Joined  One  hundred 
and  fifth  New  York  Volunteers,  conspicuous  in  advance  on  enemy's  lines.    Gal- 
hintry  in  advance  on  skirmish  line,  where  he  was  wounded. 
January  25, 1887,  this  man  asks  medal,  Inclosing :  January  2, 1877,  certificate, 
Sergt.  J.  Haskins,  One  hundred  and  fifth  New  York  Volunteers;  June  5, 1865,  re- 
port Lieut.  Rus.sell  Tyler,  Sixth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers;  commendatory  of 
service  at  Petersburg;  June  6,  1865,  G.  A.  Bolton,  major.  Thirty-first  Maine 
Volunteers;    letter  of  Private   Secretary   General  N.   P.   Banks,  transmitting 
saber  and  revolver,  service  **  Forlorn  hope.  Port  Hudson." 
Record,  G.  C.  M. 

February  16,  1887,  Gen.  Sheridan  recommends  medal,  and  Secretary  of  War 
approves  same  date. 

One  medal  issued  March  9,  1887. 

1302.  Rhodes,  Julius  D.,  Company  M,  Thirty-first  Maine  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1.597  (2.56258).  Reams  Station,  Va.,  August  25,  1864.  Command 
driven  from  works;  crept  back,  loaded  abandoned  gun,  fired  directly  into 
body  enemy;  joine<l  regiment,  took  its  colors,  led  It  in  charge  which  recap- 
tured works  and  guns. 

October  9,  1890,  this  man  asks  for  medal — describes  service  in  affWavit ;  copy 
Capt.  W.  S.  Worth's  letter  August  25,  1864,  commendatory ;  also  five  others 
of  1864 ;  Lieut.  Dauchey,  Twelfth  New  York  Battery,  Capt.  C.  Woemer,  Third 
New  Jersey  Battery,  Lieut.  Col.  A.  Monroe,  Chief  Artillery,  Ninth  Artillery 
Corps,  Lieut.  Fairchild  and  W.  S.  Eddy,  Acting  Adjutant  General. 

Capt.  A.  J.  Clark,  First  New  Jersey  Artillery,  report  October  18,  1864, 
specifically  mentions  this  man. 

October  23,  1890.  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal  and  Assistant  Secretary 
Grant  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  October  31,  1890. 
1597.  Glnley,  Patrick,  Company  G,  First  New  York  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1775  (513627).  Winchester,  Va.,  Sept4»niber  19,  1864.    Critical  period, 

gallantly   led   cavalry   charge,  drove  enemy   out   of  works,  captured   many 

jirisoners. 

March  17,  1808,  ('ongressnian  Dalzell  asks  mhmIhI  and  submits  two  letters 
dated  March  8,  1898,  of  api)llcant  describinir  S4M-vl«*e. 

April  4,  1898,  returned  for  requisite  pr(M)f. 
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Five  letters  May,  18©8:  Capt.  G.  H.  North,  CJorpL  B.  R.  Moore,  Sergt.  A. 
Gray,  CorpL  J.  W.  Duffleld,  and  L.  Hart,  comrades  of  Fourteenth  Pennsylvania 
Cavalry. 

Febrnary  27,  1899,  denied  by  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn. 

May  13, 1899,  Secretary  Alger  awards  medal  for  most  distinguished  gallantry 
at  Winchester. 

One  medal  issued  May  19,  1899. 

1775.  Schoonmaker,  James,  Company  M,  Fourteenth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1224  (6538-94).    Antietam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.    Volunteered  at 

age  of  15  to  act  as  cannoneer,  and  served  as  such;  gun  under  terrific  fire 

from  enemy. 

April  26,  1894,  Capt.  James  Stuart  describes  service  and  asks  medai  for  this 
man. 

June  7,  1893,  letter  Lieut.  W.  P.  Hogarty ;  returned  May  4,  1894,  for  informa- 
tilon  as  to  specific  act  or  service;  indorsed  by  Capt.  Stewart  May  9,  1894,  and 
James  Stewart  June  26,  1894. 

June  30,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  distinguished  gal- 
lantry at  Antietam. 

One  medal  issued  June  30,  1894. 

1224.  Cook,  John,  bugler.  Company  B,  Fourth  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1661  (394424).    Winchester,  Va.,  September  19,  1864.    In  attempt  to 

capture  Ck)nfederate  flag,  captured  one  of  enemy's  officers  and  brought  him 

within  lines. 

May  26,  1894,  this  man,  by  affidavit  describing  incident,  requested  medal; 
supported  by  afffidavit,  June,  1894,  Capt.  Smith,  James  Clifford,  and  W.  G.  Hill. 

August  14,  1894,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  distinguished  gal- 
lantry in  action. 

One  medal  issued  August  20, 1894. 

1661.  Lyman,  Jo^  H.,  Company  B,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1048   (478988).    Masons  Island,  Md.,  September  3,  1861.     Assisted 

wounded  comrade  to  river  bank,  and,  under  fire  of  enemy,  swam  with  him 

across  a  branch  of  the  Potomac  to  the  Union  lines. 

May  15,  1897,  Congressman  Olmsted  incloses  application  of  this  man,  dated 
April  28,  1897.  describes  incident ;  incloses  statement  made  September  8,  1861, 
asking  for  medal. 

Adjutant  Forty-second  New  York :  "  To  best  of  my  recollection,  within  state- 
ment is  correct" 

No  record  on  muster  roll  of  Mclntyre  having  been  prisoner. 

April  28,  1897,  statement  of  applicant,  signed  by  Capt.  Casey,  Pvt  Fitzgerald, 
and  Sergt.  Sullivan,  sworn  to  May  3, 1897,  by  Casey  and  Fitzgerald. 

May  3, 1897,  indorsement  of  G.  N.  Bomford,  Forty-second  New  York. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  14, 1898. 

1048.  Madden,  Michael,  Company  K,  Forty-second  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1170  (373762).    Pea  Ridge,  Ark.,  March  7,  1862.    Single  handed,  con- 
fronted enemy,  firing  rifle  at  them  and  thus  checking ,  advance  within  100 
yards  of  line. 
September  18,  1893;  Congressman  Black,  colonel  Thirty-seventh  Illinois,  asks 

medal  for  this  man ;  describes  service ;  eyewitness. 
Lieut,  and  Adjt  Chroniger,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois,  afffidavit  September  21, 

1893. 
September  28,  1893,  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered  case, 

directs  award. 
One  medal  issued  October  2, 1893. 
1170.  Black,  William  P.,  Company  K,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois  Inftintry. 

Case  No.  1218.  (257045).  Newbern,  N.  C,  March  14,  1862.  South  Mountain, 
Md.,  September  14,  1862.  Brought  off  wounded  color  sergeant  and  colors 
under  heavy  fire  of  enemy.  Was  one  of  four  soldiers  who  volunteered  to 
determine  position  of  enemy.  While  so  engaged  was  fired  upon  and  three 
companions  killed,  but  escaped. 

October  20,  1890,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  statement,  October  10, 
1890,  describing  service ;  indorsed,  October  18,  1890,  by  Edward  Ferrero,  recom- 
mending this  man  for  medal. 
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All  company  officers  dead. 

June  6,  1865,  MaJ.  Gen.  Ferrero,  letter  recommendation  lor  position  as  clerk 
in  Adjutant  General's  Office. 

November  6,  1890,  Schofield  recommends  medal  as  requested,  and  Assistant 
Secretary,  having  personally  reviewed  case,  approves. 

One  medal  issued  November  14,  1890. 

1218.  Oaruana,  Orlando  E.,  Company  K,  Fifty-first  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1222  (247488).    Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.    Took  command  of 

company  in  action,  captain  being  wounded,  other  offices  absent;  handled  it 

with  skUl  and  bravery. 

August  20, 1890,  this  man  applies  for  medal. 

September  2,  1892,  submits  second  letter,  inclosing  letter  August  2,  1892,  of 
Patrick  H.  Jones,  major  Thirty-seventh  New  York ;  indorsed  August  26,  1892, 
by  Col.  S.  B.  Hayman,  Thirty-seventh  New  York. 

September  28,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  conduct  at 
Battle  of  Williamsburg. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered  case,  directs  issue. 

One  medal  issued  October  11, 1892. 

1222.  Conboy,  Martin,  Company  B,  Thirty-seventh  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1165  (337928).     Vicksburg.  Miss.,  May  22,  1865.    Voluntarily  crossed 

line  heavy  fire  Union  and  Confederate  forces,  carrying  message  to  stop  firing 

of  one  Union  regiment  upon  another. 

July  4,  1892,  Congressman  Springer  submits  letter,  dated  May  20,  1891,  of 
Capt  H.  Almon,  Thirty-first  Illinois,  requesting  medal  for  this  man. 

July  6,  1892,  letter  returned  for  further  evidence;  indorsed  by  Col  R.  M. 
Pearson,  Thirty-first  Illinois,  also  by  MaJ.  Gen.  M.  D.  Leggett,  recommending, 
furnished  as  additional  evidence.  Also  certificate  of  S.  H.  Almon,  captain, 
Thirty-first  Dlinols,  August  17,  1892. 

August  12,  1893,  Grant  Issues  medal  for  conspicuous  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  August  14,  1893. 

1165.  Murphy,  Thomas  C,  Company  I,  Thirty-first  Illinois  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1046  (8224-90).    Wilsons  Creek,  Mo.,  August  10,  1861.    Bravery  in 

action. 

June  9,  1890,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  affidavit  William  J. 
Williams,  June  4,  1890,  describing  incident. 

Affidavit  John  Kelly,  June  4,  1890. 

June  28, 1890,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  bravery. 

July  1,  1890,  Grant  awards  as  recommended. 

One  medal  Issued  July  19,  1890. 

1046.  Immell,  Lorenzo  D.,  Company  F,  Second  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1044  (499199).    Blackbums  Ford,  Va..  July  18,  1861.    With  a  com- 
panion, refused  to  retreat,  remained  on  skirmish  line  fOr  some  time  there- 
after firing  upon  enemy. 
November  8,  1897,  C.  F.  Rand,  M.  D.,  requests  medal  for  this  man  and  cites 

incident ;  affidavit  November,  1897,  of  applicant,  both  of  Twelfth  New  York. 
C.  F.  Rand,  above  cited,  received  medal  October  23,  1897,  for  same  service. 
..March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 
1044.  Cross,  James  E.,  Company  K,  Twelfth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1049  (17431).    Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861.    Through  personal  ex- 
ertions under  heavy  fire,  one  gun  of  battery  brought  off  field,  others  lost 
March  10,  1897,  Lieut.  A.  Ames,  Fifth  United  States  Artillery,  requests  medal 

for  this  man;  cites  service. 
Statement  of  applicant  citing  incident 
August  9,  1897,  letter  applicant  to  Secretary  of  War. 
August  14,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  August  28,  1897. 
1049.  McQough,  Owen,  Company  D,  Fifth  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1161   (895253).    Vicksburg,  Miss.  May  22,  1863.    Led  command  in 
assault  on  enemy's  works,  gained  parapet;  three  severe  wounds.    Lay  all 
day  in  sun ;  taken  prisoner ;  leg  amputated  without  anesthetics. 
Augu5>t  14, 1894,  Congressman  Lacey  asks  medal  for  this  man. 
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Joint  affidavit,  July  27,  1894,  J.  Giltner,  J.  W.  McCoy,  W.  B.  Yargan ;  August 
4,  1894,  W.  J.  Warren,  all  of  Twenty-second  Iowa  Volunteers. 

Rei)ort  engajxement  by  Maj.  J.  B.  Atherton,  commanding  Twenty-second  Iowa. 

August  20,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe:  "Case  praiseworthy  and  shows 
hononible  dovotion,  but  not  case  for  medal." 

July  1,  1897,  Congres&man  Hull  personal  application. 

July  22,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents. medal. 

One  medal  issued  August  3,  1897. 

1161.  Godley,  I^onldas  M.,  Company  E,  Twenty -second  Iowa  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1055   (506161).    Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861.    Voluntarily  accom- 
panied commanding  officer,  assisted  removing  dead  and  wounded  from  field 
under  heavy  fire  artillery  and  musketry. 
January  14,  1898,  W.  H.  Orcutt,  chief  clerk  Inspector  QeneraVs  Office  (Second 

Maine  Infantry  Volunteers)  asks  medal  and  gives  recital  of  facts. 
Col.  C.  D.  Jameson,  Second  Maine  Infantry,  in  report  mentions  this  man 

(p.  357,  Series  I,  vol.  2,  R.  R.). 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  April  5,  1898. 
10r)5.  Wheeler,  Henry  W.,  Company  A,  Second  Maine  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1231  (377923).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    Voluntaritly 

carried  wounded  officer  off  field  from  between  lines;  while  doing  this  wounded. 

November  30,  1893,  this  man  applies  for  medal;  indorsed  by  10  signers,  3 
of  whom  have  personal  knowledge  of  facts. 

November  25,  1893,  letter  Col.  R.  Nugent  recommending. 

November  19,  1893,  Col.  Cavanaugh,  Sixty-ninth  New  York  Veterans,  cites 
incident. 

Signatures  of  all  believed  genuine  with  the  possible  exception  of  Dennis  Sul- 
livan— doubtful. 

January  17, 1894,  Secretary  of  War  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  January  17,  1894. 

1231.  Donoghoe,  Timothy,  Company  B,  Sixty-ninth  New  York  Veterana. 

Case  No.  1436  (281839).     Horseshoe  Bend,  Ky.,  May  10,  1863.     Distinguished 

gallantry  in  leading  regiment  in  charge  on  house  occupied  by  enemy. 

May  13.  1891,  R.  and  P.  record  of  this  man  stating  ser\lce;  extracts  official 
records  and  State  publications  given  in  this  report. 

November  19,  1864,  Gen.  I*arke  recommends  for  brevet  colonel. 

January  19,  1865,  commendatory  report. 

January  7,  1864.  Gen.  ().  B.  Wilcox,  commendatory ;  December  6,  1864,  same. 

May  13*.  1891,  Grant  refers  papers  to  commanding  general. 

Asst.  Adj.  Gen.  Vincent,  June  11,  1891,  recommends  medal  for  distinguished 
bravery,  gallantry,  and  daring  in  action. 

Acting  Secretary,  June  22,  1891,  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry  in  action. 

Record  does  not  show  how  case  originated. 

One  medal  issued  June  29,  1891. 

1436.  Cutcheon,  Byron  M.,  Twenty-seventh  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1162   (491785).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863.     Voluntarily  went 
between  lines,  exposed  to  enemy's  fire,  to  rescue  wounded  and  helpless  com- 
rade; gave  him  water  and  carried  him  to  place  of  safety. 
January  15,  1897,  Pvt.  Eppenauer,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteers,  in  affi- 
davit, gives  recital  of  facts  and  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

August  28,  1897,  affidavit  Michael  Wise,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteers. 
February  17,  1897,  affidavit  Christian  Eppenauer,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Vol- 
unteers. ^^ 

This  man  deserted  June  24,  1865,  and  did  not  rejoin  command.    Charge  deser- 
tion (Company  E.  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteers)   removed  and  he  has  been 
discharged  to  date  June  24,  1865,  under  act  Congress  approved  July  5,  1884. 
November  4,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  November  19,  1897. 
1162.  Hanks,  Joseph,  Company  E,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1043  (5334).  Bull  Run.  Va.,  July  21,  1861.  Remained  on  field  in 
command  section  Griffin's  Battery  directing  fire  after  being  severely  wounded, 
refusing  to  leave  field  until  too  weak  to  sit  upon  caisson,  where  placed  by 
men  of  his  command. 
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March  26,  1894,  this  man  applies  for  medal ;  cites  service  ( Vol.  2,  Ser.  I,  p. 
345,  R.  R.)  ;  commended  by  Col.  A.  Porter,  Sixteenth  Infantry,  brigade  com- 
mander; Capt.  C.  G.  Griffin;  and  Maj.  W.  F.  Barry. 

June  21,  1894,  letter  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  to  this  man. 

June  22,  1894,  irrespective  of  this  letter,  and  without  solicitation  from  any 
source,  based  solely  upon  official  records,  medal  Issued  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  June  22,  1894. 

1043.  Ames,  Adelbert,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.   1432   (376203).  Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.     U^ 

regiment  face  severe  fire;  severely  wounded. 

October,  1893.  Gen.  A.  Baird  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  service. 

Letter  Capt.  C.  A.  Cilley,  October  31,  1893. 

Indorsement  September  29,  1863,  Gen.  Brannan,  on  this  man's  request  for 
leave,  commendatory. 

Extracts  battle  reports:  Col.  Vanderveer,  Gen.  J.  Ar.  Brnnnan,  Gen.  Rose- 
crans,  MaJ.  R.  L.  Budd,  .January  7,  1864. 

November  9,  1895,  Acting  Secretary,  after  having  personally  considered  case, 
awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  15.  1893. 

1432.  Boynton,  Henry  V.,  Thlrty-flfth  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  United  States 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1431  (6171  C  89).    Chattanooga,  Tenn..  November  23,  1863.    Suffering 

severely  from  wounds  led  regiment.  Inciting  men  to  greater  action  by  word 

and  action  until  again  wounded. 

July  2.  1889,  record  of  this  man,  giving  exti*acts  from  commendatory  reports ; 
printed  records  of  this  man*s  service. 

July  3,  1889,  Secretarj'  of  War  awards  for  braver>^  in  battles  around  Chatta- 
nooga In  November,  1863. 

Nothing  in  record  to  show  how  application  originated. 

One  medal  Issued  July  — ,  1889. 

1431.  Barnum,  Henry  A.,  One  hundred  and  forty-ninth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1483  (281703).     Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  4,  1863.    Took  command  of 
skirmish  line  and  covered  movement  of  regiment  out  of  perilous  position. 
Military  record  of  this  man. 
April,  1891,  requests  medal. 

April  27,  1891,  Grant's  indorsement  describes  service. 
April  28,  1891,  Schofleld  most  cheerfully  recommends  medal. 
April  28,  1891,  Grant  awards. 
One  metial  Issued  May  4,  1891. 

1433.  Butterfield,  Frank  G.,  Sixth  Vermont  Infantrj'. 

Case  No.  1732  (508029).     Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    This  man  and 

two  others,  voluntarily  and  under  fire,  rescued  several  wounded  and  helpless 

soldiers. 

February  3,  1898,  Congressman  Alexander  asks  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing 
two  affidavits — February  13,  1895,  John  Haskin  and  R.  E.  Shannon,  both  One 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh  New  York  Volunteers. 

Secretary  Alger  presents  medal  March  22,  1^8. 

One  medal  issued  Aprtl  1,  1898. 

1732.  Orr,  Charles  A.,  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  New 
York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1734  (416322).     Deep  Bott<mi,  Va.,  August  14,  1864.     At  risk  of  his 

life  voluntarily  went  to  assistance  of  wounded  officer  lying  close  to  enemy's 

lines,  and,  under  fire,  carried  him  to  place  of  safety. 

December  31,  1894,  this  man  applies  by  affidavit  for  medal ;  describes  service. 

Affidavit  D.  H.  O'Brien.  First  Minnesota ;  Maj.  C.  F.  Hausdorf,  First  Minne- 
sota; and  Corpl.  \V.  C.  Smith,  First  Minnesota. 

June  5,  1895,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  makes  exception  to  rules  of  the  depart- 
ment, which  require  application  to  be  submitted  by  some  one  other  than  a  bene- 
ficiary, and  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished  gallantry,  because  evidence  Is 
80  satlsfactorj'. 

One  medal  issued  June  12,  1895. 

1734.  Pickle,  Alonzo  H.,  (,'ompany  K,  First  Minnesota  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1827  (488886).  Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862.  Voluntarily 
and  under  heavy  fire,  while  command  was  falling  back,  rescued  wounded  and 
helpless  comrade  from  death  or  capture.  ^ 

July  29,  1897,  Henry  C.  Vance  requests  medal  for  his  father;  Incloses  letter 

Brig.  Gen.  H.  M.  Cist,  describing  service. 
Affidavit  Gen.  Henry  M.  Cist,  August  10,  1897. 
Letter  Col.  H.  C.  Corbln,  August  21,  1897,  describes  incident. 
Extract  report  Col.  G.  F.  Miller,  T\venty-ninth  Indiana,  ^)eciflcally  mentioning 

this  man  for  efficiency  and  bravery  and  for  promotion  to  lieutenancy. 
September  8,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
One  medal  issued  September  17,  1897. 
1327.  Vance,  Wilson,  Company  B,  Twenty-first  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1769  (347426).  Cedar  Creek.  Va.,  October  19,  1864.  Though  suflterlng 
from  severe  wounds,  rejoined  regiment  and  led  it  In  brilliant  charge,  recaptur- 
ing guns  of  abandoned  battery. 

Octber  20,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  Vermont,  requests  medal  for 
this  man. 

Letter  Col.  W.  S.  Trueax,  December  14,  1864,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 
Extracts  signed  by  Col.  J.  W.  Kelfer,  One  hundredth  Ohio,  specifically  men- 
tions this  man  for  gallantry. 
November  8,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  gallantry. 
November   15,  1892,  Secretary  of  War  having  personally  considered  case, 
awards. 

One  medal  issued  December  21,  1892. 

1769.  Henry,  William  W.,  Company  E,  Tenth  Vermont. 

Case  No.  1766  (401480).    C^edar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.     Voluntarily  led 

charge  which  resulted  In  capture  of  14  prisoners ;  he  was  wounded. 

Congressman  J.  Cornish,  November  26,  1894,  submits  letter  Col.  C.  Crownen- 
shleld,  Second  Massachusetts,  November  18,  1894. 

December  12,  1894,  application  denied. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  says :  "  If  this  man  Is  entitled  to  a  medal  for  leading 
charge,  then  every  man  who  followed  him  should  also  receive  one." 

Letter  January  19,  1895,  Secretary  Lament  from  J.  (Ik>mlsh,  asking  him  to 
give  same  personal  and  serious  consideration,  which  he  said  he  would  do  some 
time  ago ;  consider  it  a  personal  favor  If  he  grants  this  request. 

No  further  testimony  is  submitted. 

January  7,  1896,  Secretary  Lamont  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  January  10,  1896. 

.1766.  Crocker,  Henry  H.,  Sesond  Massachusetts  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1762  (339916).    Hawes  Shops,  Va.,  May  28,  1864.    While  acting  as 

aide,  voluntarily  led  part  of  line  into  fight  and  was  twice  wounded. 

July  22,  1892,  Senator  McMillan  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  cites  report  of 
Gen.  Custer,  July  4,  1864. 

Gen.  CJuster*s  report  is  found  In  volume  36,  Series  I,  Part  I,  page  820,  R.  R. 

Affidavit  Maj.  J.  L.  Green,  August  29,  1892. 

August  20, 1892,  affidavit  Lieut.  F.  Nlms ;  affidavit  Musician  J.  Fought,  August 
17,  1892. 

Statement  August  7,  1892,  of  applicant. 

September  28,  1892,  Schofield,  having  recommended  medal  for  distingished 
conduct,  the  Assistant  Secretary  personally  considers  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  10,  1892. 

1762.  Chrlstiancy,  James  I.,  Ninth  Michigan  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1605  (2145  B  88).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5.  1864.    Voluntarily  rushed 

back  Into  enemy's  lines,  took  color  from  color  sergeant,  who  was  mortally 

wounded ;  himself  wounded,  carried  them  through  fight. 

March  7,  1888,  this  man  asks  medal. 

November  27,  1889,  submits  own  affidavit. 

October  1,  1889,  affidavit  Lieut  and  Adjt.  Thoralt,  Sixty-second  New  York 
Veterans,  and  Corpl.  M.  Ditzel,  Sixty-second  New  York,  November  25,  1889. 

December  13,  1889,  Schofield  says  medal  well  merited ;  Secretary  Proctor  con- 
curs and  awards  December  16,  1889. 

One  medal  Issued  January  14,  1890. 

1605.    Morse,  Charles  E.,  Company  I,  Sixty-second  New  York  Veterans. 
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Case  No.  1602  (887608).    Opequan  Creek,  Va.,  September  19, 1864.    Carried  flag 

to  most  advanced  position,  where,  left  almost  alone  dose  to  enemy's  lines, 

refused  their  demand  to  surrender,  withdrew  at  great  personal  peril,  and 

saved  his  flag. 

April  7,  1894,  Congressman  Draper  submits  letter  of  H.  L.  Mitchell,  president 
Thlri:y-slxth  Massachusetts  Veterans  Association,  requesting  medal  for  this 
man ;  letter  Gen.  Dalton ;  affidavit  Lieut.  C^l.  Richardson,  March  9,  1894 ;  affi- 
davit Maj.  Allen.  March  80,  1894;  affidavit  Capt.  Rundlet,  March  28,  1894; 
Lieut  Whitney,  April  4,  1894 ;  affidavit  Corpl.  G.  W.  Powers,  April  11 ;  letter 
C.  H.  Taylor,  comrades. 

May  4,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished  conduct. 

One  medal  Issued  May  10,  1894. 

1602.  Lunt,  Alphonso  M.,  Company  F,  Thirty-eighth  Massachusetts  Vol- 
unteers. 

Case  No.  1773  (379769).    Laurel  Hill,  Va.,  May  8,  1864.    Placed  himself  at  head 

of   leading   brigade    In    charge   upon    eneniy*s    breastworks;    was    severely 

wounded. 

January  3,  1894,  this  man  asks  for*medal;  letter  Gen.  Warren,  March  28, 
1865,  commendatory,  also  other  contemporaneous  extracts. 

December  29,  1893,  and  February  7,  1894,  two  letters  Maj.  G.  C.  Hopper,  First 
Michigan  Infantry. 

December  28,  3893,  and  February  12,  1894,  two  letters  S.  M.  Morgan,  Assistant 
Adjutant  General. 

February  17,  1894,  Col.  R.  N.  Bowerman,  statement. 

January  2,  1894,  and  February  13,  1894,  two  letters  Col.  C.  E.  Phelps,  Seventh 
Maryland  Volimteers. 

January  8,  1894,  Schofleld  recommends  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

January  11, 1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denied,  "  not  for  leading  troops." 

March  30,  1894,  this  man  again  asks  for  medal,  and  on  additional  evidence 
(above  cited)  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  March  28,  1894. 

1773,  Robinson,  John  C,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1785  (439741).    Petersburg,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    With  100  selected 

volunteers,  assaulted  and  captured  works  of  enemy,  together  with  a  number 

of  officers  and  men. 

January  29,  1896,  Gen.  J.  A.  Beaver  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

October  28,  1864,  specifically  mentioned  in  General  Order  31,  brigade  orders. 

Report  October  30,  1864,  of  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

October  31,  1864,  Gen.  Miles  recommends  for  brevet. 

March  5, 1896,  Information  desired — if  this  man  volunteered. 

March  24,  1896,  recollection  that  he  volunteered;  Col.  Mulliolland,  One  hun- 
dred and  forty-elghtli  Pennsylvania,  states  that  this  man  did  volunteer. 

June  15,  1896,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  June  22,  1896. 

1785,  Brown,  Jeremiah  Z.,  One  hundred  and  forty-eighth  Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

CJase  No.  1783  (303546).    Spottsylvania  Court  House,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Volun- 
tarily assisted  In  working  guns  of  battery,  all  the  members  killed  or  wounded. 
February  15,  1891,  September  4,  1891,  October  19,  1891,  describes  incident  in' 
three  letters  and  asks  for  medal. 

October  19,  1891,  Lieut.  C3ol.  Hufty  recommends  medal  for  this  man  In  state- 
ment. 
November  4, 1891,  Gen.  Schofield  states  evidence  eyewitnesses  lacking. 
October  28,  1891,  letter  Lieut.  E.  R.  Howard,  Fourth  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 
May  17,  1894,  applicant  submits  letter;  affidavit  CJapt.  Gaul,  Fourth  New 
Jersey  Volunteers. 
May  24,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  June  5,  1894. 
1783.    Beech,  John  P.,  Company  B,  Fourth  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1500  (352252).    Port  Hudson,  La.,  May  27,  1863.    Volunteered  In  re- 
sponse to  call,  took  part  movement  made  on  enemy's  works  under  heavy  fire, 
in  advance  general  assault. 
November  22,  1892,  Second  Lieut.  J.  M.  Strong,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts 

Volunteers,  submits  his  affidavit  and  asks  medal  for  this  man;  December  6, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


332  GENEBAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOB. 

1892,  affidavit  V\t,  Johns,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts;  February  16,  1883,  affi- 
davit Capt.  G.  R.  Lingenfllter. 

Special  order  May  26,  1863.  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks,  order  for  assault  Port  Hudson; 
extracts  report  engagement.  Gen.  Banks,  Gen.  O.  P.  Stone,  Col.  W.  R.  Miles,  Con- 
federate States  Army;  Col.  T.  G.  Klngsley,  Connecticut  Volunteers;  Lieut  Col. 
Selden  and  Keese,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New  York;  and  Lieut  CoL 
F.  H.  Peck,  Twelfth  Connecticut. 

September  21,  1893,  grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  September  30.  1893. 

1500.  Warren,  Francis  E.,  Company  C,  Forty -ninth  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1798  (408752).  Resaca,  Ga.,  May  14,  1864.    While  detaile<l  as  clerk  at 

headquarters  voluntarily  engaged  in  action  at  critical  moment  and  by  per- 
sonal example  inspired  troops  to  repel  enemy. 

February  16,  1895,  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard  submits  letters  setting  forth  conspicu- 
ous acts  of  gallantry. 

March  2,  1895,  not  deeme<l  sufficient. 

Letter  February  23,  1895,  of  Gen.  C.  H.  Howard. 

March  lo,  1895,  still  deeemd  not  sufficient. 

May  15, 1895,  letter  Gen.  G.  W.  Balloch,  indorsee!  by  Gen.  O.  O.  Howani. 

July  9,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  dLstinguh«he(I 
gallantry. 

One  medal  is.sued  July  19.  1895. 

1798.  Sladen,  Joseph  A.,  Company  A,  Thirty-third  Massachusetts  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1754   (349477).  Jonesboro,  Ga.,  September  1,  1864.     Voluntarily  led 

detached  brigade  in  an  assault  upon  enemy's  works. 

January  27,  1896,  Gen.  W.  P.  Carlln  .submits  statement  and  requests  medal 
for  this  man. 

Letter  Gen.  Carlln  October  1,  1864. 

January  22,  1894,  letter  Assistant  Secretary's  opinion. 

June  26,  1893,  applicant  requests  medal,  submits  statement. 

December  26,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  acts  adversely. 

February  13,  1894,  Gen.  Schofield,  no  recommendation ;  desires  to  be  on  record 
for  future  reference. 

April  15,  1896,  upon  facts  as  now  presented  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents 
medal  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  April  22,  1896. 

1754.  Balrd,  Absalom,  United  States  Veterans. 

Case  No.  1484  (376217).    Port  Hudson,  La..  May  27, 1863.    Volunteered  and  took 

part  In  movement  under  hea\T  fire  In  advance  of  general  assault. 

November  23,  1892,  Sergt.  J.  M.  Strong,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts,  asks 
medal  for  this  man  In  affidavit. 

Certificate,  F.  E.  Warren,  corporal.  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts,  October  28. 
1893. 

November  8,  1893,  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  Issued  November  25,  1893. 

1484.  Johns,  Henry  T.,  Company  C,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

•Case  No.  1455  (417368).    Between  Catlett  and  Fairfax  Stations,  Va.,  October 
13-15,  1863.     Ordereil  to  move  trains  without  escort,  arme<l  teamsters,  suc- 
cessfully fighting  against  heavy  odds,  bringing  trains  through  without  loss  of 
wagon. 
April  17,  1895,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  S.  Smith  requests  medal  for  this  man:  cites 

service.    Indorsed  by  Brig.  Gen.  H.  H.  Bingham. 
Extract  report,  1864,  Gen.  Rufus  Ingalls ;  letter  dated  February  3,  1890,  Gen. 

In?falls. 

Report  G.  K.  Warren,  page  246,  volume  29,  Part  I,  R.  R.,  specifically  mentions 

this  man. 
May  15,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished 

gallantry  In  action. 

One  medal  Issued  May  20.  1895. 

1455.  Batcholder,  Richard  N.,  Uniteil  States  Army. 
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Case    No.    1453    (297340).      Gettysburg,    Pa.,    July    3,    1863.      Distinguished 
personal  gallantry  in  leading  his  men  forward  at  critical  period  in  contest 
September  15,  1891,  T.  S.  Peck,  Adjt.  Gen.  Vt..  requests  medal  for  this  man ; 

dtes  Ma j.  Gen.  Meade*s  letter  November  1,  1866 ;  certificate  Gen.  Webb  attached 

thereto. 
September  19,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  personal 

gallantry. 
Acting  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  reviewed  case,  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  28,  1891. 

1453.  Webb,  Alexander  S.,  United  States  Veterans. 

Case  No.  1456  (287166).    Near  Warrenton,  Va.,  July  28,  1863.     Defended  divi- 
sion train   against   vastly   superior   force;   severely   wounded,   remained   In 
saddle  20  hours  after,  until  he  brought  train  through  in  safety. 
June  10,  1891,  Lieut.  W.  Raycroft  requests  medal  for  this  man;  describes 

service. 
Affidavit  July  12,  1881,  L.  A.  Grant,  brigade  commander;  affidavit  July  19 

1881,  Lieut.  Raycroft. 
August  6,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  servi(re  and 

gallant  conduct. 
Acting  Secretary  of  War  August  8,  1891,  awards. 
One  medal  issued  August  17,  1891. 
1456.  Clark,  John  W.,  Sixth  Vermont  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1474  (7944A  84).  Chancel lorsville,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Voluntarily 
and  under  heavy  tire  advanced  toward  enemy's  lines  and  secured  valuable 
information. 

October  24,  1884,  In  affidavit,  this  man  requests  medal. 

Recommended  May  23,  1863,  by  brigadier  commander  for  brevet  for  bravery. 
Brannigan,  Buhrman,  and  Lutz  all  received  medals  for  same  service. 
Report  T.  Lincoln. 
Identity  of  applicant  establi.«<hed. 
S€»cretary  of  War  awards,  September  8,  1884. 
One  medal  issued  November  26,  1884. 
1474.  Gion,  Joseph,  Company  A,  Seventy-fourth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1454  (295961).     Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.     Led  Second  Battalion 

of  regiment  in  daring  charge. 

August  22,  1891,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  Vermont,  requests  medal  for 
this  man;  cites  contemporaneous  records  (pp.  1013,  1015,  1017,  vol.  27,  Series  I, 
Pt  L  R.  R.). 

August  29,  1891,  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  September  8,  1891. 

1454.  W^ells,  William,  First  Vermont  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1452    (295969).     Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.     Rapidly  assembled 
regiment  and  charged  enemy's  flank ;  changed  front  under  heavy  fire,  charged, 
and  destroye<l  Confederate  brigade;  all  with  new  troops  in  their  first  battle. 
August  22,  1891,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  Vermont,  requests  medal  for 

this  man;  cites  contemporaneous  report  (vol.  27,  Series  I,  Pt.  I,  R.  R.,  pp.  156, 

258,  249,  353,  and  477  of  vol.  11,  Series  I,  Pt.  II). 
August  29,  1891,  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 
One  medal  Issued  September  8,  1891. 
1452.  Veazey,  Wlicolock  G.,  Third  and  Sixteenth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.   1471    (451694).     Port  Hudson,   La.,   May  27,   1863.     Volunteered  In 

response  to  call ;  under  heavy  fire,  advanced  and  assisted  in  tilling  fascines  in 

ditch  which  presented  serious  obstacle  to  troops  attempting  to  take  works 

of  enemy  by  assault. 

June  3,  1896,  Congressman  Wright  submits  application  of  Sergt.  Parker 
for  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  incident. 

Affidavit  May,  1896,  Maj.  C.  T.  Plunkett  and  First  Lieut.  Joseph  Tucker, 
both  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts. 

June  15,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  conspicuous 
gallantry  in  action. 

One  medal  Issued  June  22,  1896. 

1471.  Deland,  Frederick  N.,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1472   (489748).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1^,  1863.     Voluntarily  took 

rifle,  served  as  soldier  in  ranks  during  first  and  second  day  of  battle.    Went 

Into  enemy's  lines  at  night,  under  sharp  fire,  rescued  wounded  comrade. 

August  9,  1897,  Ck>ngres8man  Grosvenor  asks  medal  and  submits  affidavit  of 
Maj.  Higgins,  Seventy-third  Ohio,  July  10,  1897. 

Letters  Col.  S.  H.  Hurst.  Col.  O.  Smith,  Capt.  B.  F.  Stone.  aU  Seventy-third 
Ohio. 

August  14,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  September  11,  1897. 

1472.  Enderlln,  Richard,  Seventy-third  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1470  (342964).    The  xMlne,  Petersburg.  Va.,  July  30.  1864.    One  of  first 

to  enter  enemy's  works,  where,  after  colonel,  major,  and  one-third  company 

officers  had  fallen,  gallantly  assisted  In  rallying  and  saving  remnant  of 

command. 

August  20,  1892,  Col.  D.  Bates,  30  U.  S.  C.  T.,  applies- for  medal  for  this  man; 
describes  service. 

September  28,  1892.  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  bravery. 

Assistant  Secretary,  after  personally  considering,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  17,  1892. 

1470.  Davidson,  Andtew.  30  U.  S.  C.  T. 

Case  No.  1445  (381390).  Black  River  Bridge,  Miss.,  May  17,  1863.  Volun- 
tarily led  comimny  in  charge ;  was  first  to  enter  enemy's  works,  taking  num- 
ber prisoners 

January  22,  1894,  Col.  Keigwein,  Forty-ninth  Indiana,  describes  action  and 
recommends  medal  for  this  man. 

January  15,  1894,  affidavit  N.  P.  Gilliat,  comrade.  Forty-ninth  Indiana  Cav- 
alry. 

February  1,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry.  » 

One  medal  issued  February  12,  1894. 
144.5.  Kendall,  William  W.,  Company  A,  Forty-ninth  Indiana  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1469  (438391).    Walkers  Ford,  Tenn.,  December  2.  1864.     Voluntarily 

passed  through  enemy's  lines  under  fire ;  conveyed  battalion,  in  perilous  posi- 
tion, information  which  enabled  it  to  reach  point  in  safety. 

January  16,  1896,  Congressman  Henry  forwards  petition  Col.  T.  H.  Butler, 
Fifth  Indiana  Cavalry,  asking  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavits  Russell  P.  Finney  and  A.  Idlewine  February,  1896,  comrades,  all 
Fifth  Indiana  Cavalry. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distinguished  gallantry 
in  action. 

One  medal  issued  March  9,  1896. 

1469.  Brunep,  Louis  J.,  Company  H,  Fifth  Indiana  Cavalry. 
Case  No.  1490   (591667).    Knoxville,  Tenn.,  November  20,  1863.    Voluntarily 

accompanied  small  party  to  destroy  buildings  within  enemy's  lines  whence 

sharpshooters  had  been  firing:  disregarded  order  to  retire,  remained  and 

completed  firing  of  buildings ;  this  at  imminent  risk  of  life. 

March  17,  1900,  Irwin  Sbepard  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  indorsed  by 
Congressman  Eddy. 

Statement  of  applicant  sworn  to  March  22,  1900. 

April  2,  19(K),  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  17,  1900. 

1490.  Kelley,  Andrew  J.,  Company  E,  Seventeenth  Michigan  Infantry. 
Case  No.  1450  (376233).     Maryes  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.    Critical  moment, 

head  column  about  to  l)e  crushed,  pushed  forward,  pierced  enemy's  works, 

and  turned  their  flank. 

September  29,  1893,  Lieut.  J.  R.  Johnson  makes  application  for  medal  for 
this  man. 

Affidavit  J.  R.  Johnson  November,  1893. 

Extract  contemporaneous  reports  Gen.  John  Sedgwick  specifically  mentions 
this  man,  also  report  Maj.  George  W.  Dorson,  commanding  Sixty-fifth  Penn- 
sylvania. 

November  9.  1893,  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  25.  1893. 

1450.  Shaler,  Alexander,  Sixty-fifth  New  York  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1386   (20838).    Cedar  Mountain^  Va.,  August  9,  1862.    Voluntarily 

carried  order  at  great  risk  of  life,  face  fire  grape  and  canister;  wounded. 

December  3,  1891,  this  man  requests  medal  and  describes  service. 

January  6,  1892,  adverse  action ;  suggest  evidence  eyewitnesses  and  applica- 
tion of  disinterested  person. 

Affidavit  Joseph  Graff  December  9,  1892,  Ninth  Infantry. 

Affidavit  Levi  Lawrence,  first  sergeant,  United  States  Infantry. 

Letter  applicant  dated  Ju3y  18,  1892. 

Statement  C61.  T.  M.  Anderson  September  26,  1893,  recommends  medal,  de- 
scribes incident 

October  19,  1893,  Schofleld  recommends  medal  for  exceptional  gallantry. 

Grant  awards  October  21,  1893. 

One  medal  issued  November  1,  1893. 

1336.  Younker,  John  L.,  Company  A,  Second  Battalion,  Twelfth  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1439  (122319).    Winchester,  Va.,  June  14,  1863.    Led  command  over 

stone  wall,  where  he  was  wounded. 

February  6,  1890,  this  man  requests  medal,  cites  page  80,  Series  I,  volume 
27,  Part  II,  R.  R.,  in  which  he  is  specifically  mentioned. 

February  24,  1890,  Schofleld  states  action  well  merits  medal. 

Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered  case,  concurs  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  6,  1890. 

1439.  Durham,  James  R.,  Company  E,  Twelfth  West  Virginia  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1291    (340943).    Near  Sharpsburg,  Md..  September  19,  1862.    Took 

command  of  such  soldiers  as  he  could  get,  attacked  and  captured  battery 

four  guns;  also  captured  Confederate  soldier  while  on  a  reconnolssance. 

August  1,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  requests  medal  for 
this  man ;  incloses  letter  Capt.  E.  W.  Hindes,  indorsed  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  W. 
Ribley,  United  States  Sharpshooters. 

September  28,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  awaxd  for  distinguished  conduct. 

September  29,  1892,  Assistant  Secretary,  havii%  personally  considered  this 
case,  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  October  12,  1892. 

1291.  Peck,  Cassius,  Company  F',  First  United  States  Sharpshooters  (Vermont 
company ) . 

Case  No.  1499   (376223).     Port  Hudson,  La.,  May  27,  1863.     Volunteered  In 

response  to  call,  took  part  in  movement  on  enemy's  works,  under  heavy  fire, 

in  advance  general  assault. 

February  28,  1893,  affidavit  Senator  Warren,  corporal.  Forty-ninth  Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers,  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  incident. 

Affidavit  September  26,  1893,  Pvt.  H.  T.  Johns,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts. 

November  8,  1893,  L.  A.  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  25,  1893. 

1499.  Strong,  James  N.,  Company  C,  Forty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1496  (439796).    Chlckamauga,  Ga.,  September  20,  1863.    While  acting 
as  volunteer  aid,  critical  moment  when  lines  broken,  rallied  fugitives  to 
hold  ground,  under  heavy  fire,  long  enough  to  effect  escape  of  wagon  train. 
June  18,  1902,  this  man  submits  E.  Root's  affidavit ;  June  19,  1902,  affidavit 
of  himself ;  June  18, 1896,  extract  speech  C.  A.  Dana,  Lotus  Club. 

Medal  recommended  by  Gen.  Young's  board  June  26,  1902 ;  approved  by  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  medal  awarded  for  gallantry  in  action. 
One  medal  issued  July  8,  1902. 
1496.  Porter,  Horace,  Ordnance  Departmeat,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1492  (505997).  Rappahannock  Station,  Va.,  November  7,  1863.  Volun- 
tarily joined  storming  party  with  50  men,  and  by  dash  and  gallantry  ren- 
dered effective  service. 

January  19,  1898,  Congressman  Burleigh  asks  medal,  inclosing  letter,  Janu- 
ary 7,  1898,  Gen.  Charles  Hamlin,  chairman  Maine  Gettysburg  Association. 
Gen.  H.  G.  Wright,  December  14,  1863,  extract  report  of  engagement. 
Gen.  D.  A.  Russell,  November  16,  1863,  specifically  mentions  this  man ;  also 
•  Maj.  George  Fuller's  report,  November,  1863. 
March  28,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 
Ojie  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 
1402.  Morrtll,  Walter  G.,  Twentieth  Maine. 
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Case  No.  1243  (478422).  Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  June  1,  1862.  Removed  severely 
wounded  officers  and  soldiers  from  field  while  under  heavy  fire,  exposing 
himself  beyond  call  of  duty,  furnishing  example  most  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 

May  18,  18d4,  Gen.  N.  Kimball  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes  service. 
August  13,  1894,  Surgeon  General  furnishes  statement  of  service  on  question 
as  to  station. 

July  7,  1894,  request  for  some  distinct  act  of  personal  bravery  or  self-sac- 
riflce. 

Gen.  Kimball  submits  another  letter,  dated  July  9,  1894,  requesting  recon- 
sideration. 

July  7,  1894,  evidence  considered  insufficient ;  August  24,  1894,  previous 
action  adhered  to ;  August  24,  1894,  further  investigation  of  case  does  not  war- 
rant presentation  medal,  and  previous  action  will  stand. 

Communication  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard,  April  30,  1897,  and  supplementary  report 
submitted  October  25,  1894. 

July  16,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  on  additional  testimony  presents  medal  for 
most  distinguished  gallantry. 
One  medal  Issued  July  21,  1897. 
1243.  Grant,  Gabriel,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1242  (393570).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    With  assist- 
ance another  soldier  brought  wounded  comrade  within  lines  under  heavy  fire. 
July  13,  1894,  Capt.  G.  E.  Pingree,  Eleventh  New  Hampshire,  asks  medal  for 
this  man;  describes  incident. 

Affidavit  additional  eyewitnesses  required ;  affidavit  Richard  Sullivan  submit- 
ted September  17,  1894,  eyewitness. 

On  additional  evidence  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Doe  presents  medal  for 
most  conspicuous  gallantry. 
One  medal  issued  December^  14,  1894. 

1242.  Goodall,  Francis  H.,|Company  G,  Eleventh  New  Hampshire  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1240  (428062).     Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  IVlay  31.  1862.     Continued  flghUng, 

although  wounded,  until  he  fainted  from  loss  of  blood. 

August  14,  1895,  William  Gage  asks  medal  for  this  man;  submits  newspaper 
clipping. 

Maj.  J.  H.  Richardson,  Seventh  Michigan,  report  1862,  page  811,  volume  11, 
Part  I.  Rebellion  Records,  specifically  mentions  this  man  for  gallantry. 

October  17,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  October  24,  1895. 

1240.  French,  Samuel  S.,  Company  E,  Seventh  Michigan  Volunteers. 

Cast'  No.  1239  (29806-92).    Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862.    Voluntarily 

went  t<»  front  under  heavy  fire,  picked  up  field  officer,  wounded,  carried  to 

place  of  safety. 

April  14, 1892,  Col.  Henry  Douglass,  Eighteenth  Infantry,  asked  medal  for  this 
man :  describes  incident. 

May  13, 1802,  Schofleld  :  "Act  chivalrous,  worthy  mention  in  general  order,  but 
not  dislingui  "hod  In  class  for  medHl." 

February  2, 1894,  Gen.  Gibbon  asks,  if  compatible  with  rules,  medal,  and  Assist- 
ant Secretary  Doe  awards  February  7,  1894. 

One  medal  issued  February  17,  1894. 

1239.  Freeman,  Henry  B.,  Sixteenth  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1236  (427493).    Fair  Oaks.  Va.,  May  31, 1862.    Although  wounded,  con 

tinned  li.crhting  until,  fainting  from  loss  of  blood,  carried  off  field. 

Angust  2, 1895,  Gen.  Parkburst  submits  N.  G.  Cooper's  application  for  medal  for 
this  man :  newspaper  clipping  quoting  Maj.  J.  H.  Richardson's  report  of  1862 
(Seventh  Michigan),  page  811,  Volume  XI,  Fart  I,  Rules  and  Regulations,  specific 
menti<m  for  gallantry. 

August  10,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  for  most  distinguished  giil 
lantry. 

One  medal  Issuel  August  17,  1895. 

1236.  Forman,  Alexander  A.,  Company  C,  Seventh  Michigan  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1835  (381577).    Wilderness.  Va.,  May  6,  1864.    Running  ahead  of  line 

under  fire,  shot  color  bearer,  thus  contributing  to  success  of  attack. 

Congi-essman  Serenton  submits,  January  25,  1894,  letter  of  Maj.  C.  M.  Coning- 
ham.  One  hundred  and  forty-third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  asks  meilal,  inr'loses 
statement  Januarj-  25,  1894;  Maj.  E.  S.  Osborne;  affidavits  February  27,  1894; 
Lieut.  O.  E.  Vaughn ;  Pvt.  C.  Blanvitt,  One  hundred  and  forty-third  Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

April  12,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  April  24,  1894. 

1835.  De  Lacey,  Patrick,  One  hundred  and  forty-third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

.  Case  No.  1498  (439973  and  a^2856).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863).    Voluntarily 

took  advanced  position  on  skirmish  line  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  location 

of  Confederate  sharpshooters,  under  heavy  fire,  held  position  until  company 

went  back  to  main  line. 

•    January  30,  1896,  Lieut.  Col.  C.  P.  Wickham,  Fifty-flfth  Ohio,  requests  medal 

for  this  man ;  affidavits  of  five  comrades :  Bailey,  Palmer,  Mesnard,  J.  A.  Brown, 

and  Charles  Stacey,  March,  April,  and  May,  1896. 

June  17,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  for  most  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  i.s.sued  June  23,  1896. 

1498.  Stacey,  Charles,  Company  D,  Fifty-fifth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1261  (484117).    On  the  Peninsula,  Va.,  June  5, 1862.    Under  fire  between 

lines  two  armies,  voluntarily  gave  his  horse  to  Engineer  officer,  enabling  officer 

to  escape  with  valuable  papers  in  his  possession. 

June  19,  1897,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  based  on  letter  of  Brig.  (Jen.  John 
Dickinson,  acting  adjutant  general  Army  of  Potomac ;  sworn  to  by  Gen.  Dickinson 
July  26,  1897.  , 

July  26,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

1261.  Hunterson,  John  C  ,  Company  B,  Third  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1248  (1194  C  87).  Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.     Bristoe  Station, 

Va.,  August  27,  1862.    Manas.sas,  Va.,  August  29-30,  1862.    Carried  wounded 

comrade  off  field  In  face  of  enemy ;  severely  wounded  and  taken  prisoner. 

Went  Into  fight  although  severely  disabled.    Volunteered  to  search  woods  for 

wounded. 

March  20, 1888,  Congressman  Fuller  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavit  Corpl.  Plumb,  March,  1888. 

Statement  Capt.  H.  J.  Bliss,  company  commander,  September  30,  1862,  sworn 
to  as  copy  of  original. 

Letter  applicant,  March,  1888. 

March  6,  1888,  affidavit  of  applicant ;  affidavit  Pvt  Wilson,  New  York  Volun- 
teers. 

April  6,  1888,  Gen.  Sheridan  recommends  that  no  medal  be  awarded ;  ordinary 
duty  requires  no  special  recognition. 

April  11, 1888,  Secretary  of  War  directs  award  for  gallant  conduct. 

One  medal  issue<l  June  8,  1888. 

1248.  Haight,  John  H.,  Company  G,  Seventy-second  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1245  (20759-93).    Antietam,  Md.,  September  17, 1862.    Formed  columns 

under  heavy  fire  and  put  them  into  position. 

July  5,  1893,  Gen.  Franklin  recommends  this  man  as  a  worthy  person  for  a 
medal. 

Statement  November  13, 1866,  signed  by  Gen.  Franklin,  United  States  Army. 

October  31, 1893,  Gen.  M.  T.  McMahon  recommends  medal  for  this  man. 

November  4,  1893,  indorsed  by  C.  E.  Pratt,  colonel  Thirty-first  New  York  Vol- 
unteera 

November  28, 1893,  Schofleld  recommends  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

December  1,  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  December  13, 1893. 

1245.  Greene,  Oliver  D.,  United  States  Army. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 22 
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Case  No.  1237  (451594).    Near  Harpers  Ferry,  Va.,  September  13,  1862.    Volun- 
tarily gathered  men  of  battery  tojrether,  remanned  guns  ordered  abandoned, 
opened  fire,  kept  up  same  until  enemy  surrendered. 
June  1,  1896,  Senator  Cockrell  asks  medal  for  this  man,  supported  by  two  afll- 

davlts  April  27  and  29,  1896,  of  L.  V.  Stogsdall  and  M.  Newby,  comrades. 
September,  1896,  statement  Pvt.  Needer,  Fifteenth  Indiana  Battery. 
Affidavits  Livengood  and  Joel  Smith,  all  of  same  purport. 
October  26, 1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  on  additional  testimony,  awards. 
One  medal  issued  November  2,  1896. 
1237.  Font,  Frederick  W.,  Fifteenth  Indiana  Battery. 

Case  No.  1266  (361072).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    (Conspicuous 

gallantry  in  battle  in  which  he  was  severely  wounded. 

March  17,  1893,  Capt.  J.  Stewart  recommends  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavit  March  23,  1893,  of  applicant;  statement  March  23.  Capt.  W.  S. 
Hogarty,  and  extracts  contemporaneous  reports.  Gen.  Doubleday,  W.  W.  Dudley, 
Gen.  Gibbon,  and  Lieut.  James  Stewart. 

August  18,  1893,  grant  awards  for  conspicuous  gallantry. 

One  me<lal  issued  August  28,  1893 

1266.  Johnson,  John,  Company  D,  Second  Wisconsin  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1254  (8567-91 ).  Antietam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.  Fredericksburg, 
,     Va.,  December  13,  1862.    Distinguished  gallantry  in  actions  while  attached  to 

Battery  B,  Fourth  United  States  Artillery ;  lost  left  arm  at  Fredericksburg. 

May  25, 1891,  this  man  asks  for  a  medal. 

Report  January  14,  1865,  James  Stewart,  first  lieutenant,  Fourth  Artillery. 

August  13, 1866,  letter,  Jefferson  C.  Davis. 

Adjt.  Gen.  Vincent  recommends  raed^l,  in  absence  commanding  general,  for 
distinguished  gallantry. 

Assistant  Secretary,  having  personally  considered  this  case,  awards  June  18, 
1891.  ' 

One  medal  issued  June  22, 1891. 

1254.  Hogarty,  William  P.,  United  States  Army,  Company  D,  Twenty-tliird 
New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1712  (449767).  Ashbys  Gap,  Va.,  July  19,  1864.    At  great  personal  risk 

rescued  wounded  captain  and  carried  him  from  field  to  place  of  safety. 

May  10, 1896,  Congressman  Brewster  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Letter  Charles  Fitzslmmons,  late  colonel,  Twenty-first  New  York  Cavalry, 
February  3,  1896. 

Letter  Capt.  Truesdall,  February  25,  1896. 

March  19, 1896,  letter  Sergt.  E.  E.  Dodds. 

Affidavit  Sergt.  T.  B.  Collins,  October,  1893. 

Affidavit  Robert  Crawford ;  all  of  Tv\'enty-first  New  York  Cavalry. 

Extract  report  Gen.  Duffey,  volume  37,  page  321  R.  R.,  describes  engajirement 
in  which  one-fifth  of  men  and  one-half  the  officers  were  killed  or  wounded. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  June  6, 1896,  awards  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  June  11, 1896. 

1712.  Dodds,  Edward  E.,  Company  C,  Twenty-first  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1560  (424496).  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    Rescued  his  wounded 

captain  fron)  between  the  lines. 

June  19,  1895,  Capt.  John  Bigelow,  commanding  Ninth  Massachusetts  ^  Light 
Artillery,  requests  medal,  describing  Incident,  company  commander,  and  eye- 
witness. 

July  9, 1895,  returned  for  testimony  of  another  eyewitness. 

Affidavit,  August  3,  1895,  Lieut.  B.  B.  Dow,  commanding  Sixth  Massachusetts 
Battery. 

August  12,  1895,  Actiug  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  issued  August  16, 1895. 

1560.  Reed,  Charles  W.,  Ninth  Battery,  Massachusetts  Light  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1557  (394707).    Raccoon  Ford,  Va.,  November  27,  1863,    After  com- 
mand had  retreated,  this  soldier  voluntarily  and  alone  returned  to  assistance 
of  comrade  and  rescued  him  from  hands  three  armed  (Confederates. 
July  14,  1894,  Lieut  W.  G.  Peckham  submits  joint  affidavit  of  himself  and 

Capt  Dickinson,  sworn  and  subscribed  to  by  Capt.  Dickinson  and  applicant, 

describing  incident 
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Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  August  14,  1894,  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  August  20, 1894. 

1557.  Paclfard,  Loron  P.,  Company  E,  Fifth  New  York  Cavalry. 

'•ase  No.  1800  (491689).    The  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5,  1864.    Although  assigned 

to  other  duty,  voluntarily  joined  his  regiment  in  charge  and  fought  with  it 

until  severely  wounded. 

August  19,  1897.  this  man  applies  by  affidavit  for  medal ;  indorsed  and  recom- 
mended by  Gen.  Butterfield,  "  baby  of  the  Eighty-third  Pennsylvania." 

Six  affidavits,  October,  1897,  describe  incident — Capt.  A.  J.  McKee,  Sergt* 
H.  Raymond,  M.  J.  Olds,  Sergt.  E.  Ceder,  Corpl.  E.  R.  Ross,  O.  S.  Kinnear,  all 
of  Eighty-third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

August,  1897,  petition  signed  by  24  comrades. 

November  1,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  November  19,  1^. 

1800.  Swap,  Jacob  E.,  Company  H,  Eighty-third  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1789  (391977).     Flint  River,  Ga.,  August  30,  1864.     Voluntarily  led 

troops  in  charge  over  burning  bridge. 

May  1,  1894,  Sergt  W.  Small,  Tenth  Ohio  Cavalry,  requests  medal  and 
describes  incident. 

I>etter  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard  March  19,  1889. 

May  3,  1894,  affidavits  eyev\itnesses  called  for. 

July  2,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  states  that  "this  man  did  his  duty 
promptly,  energetically,  and  persistently ;  **  records  show  most  gallant  and 
meritorious  service,  but  not  within  spirit  of  law  for  medal. 

July  13,  1894,  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard  submits  statement,  and  June  23,  1894, 
Senator  Hawley  submits  extracts  contemporaneous  reports?  Col.  Kilpatrick, 
June  10,  1863 ;  Gen.  Howard,  S^tember  17,  1864,  specific  mention  of  this  man ; 
W.  W.  Lane,  division  commander,  July  18,  1864;  letter  Thomas  J.  Jordan, 
commanding  brigade,  April  3,  1865;  and  G^n.  S.  D.  Adkin,  all  commendatory 
and  specific. 

August  22,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  presents  medal  for  most  distin- 
guished service. 

One  medal  issued  August  29,  1894. 

1789.  Estes,  Llewellyn  G.,  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1709  (458177).    New  Market,  Va.,  May  15,  1864.    Rallied  few  men  to 

support  of  colors;  bore  them  to  place  of  safety.     Went  back  100  yards; 

face  enemy ;  carried  wounded  man  from  field. 

September  8,  1896,  Capt.  G.  M.  White,  First  West  Virginia  Infantry  Volun- 
teers, asks  medal  for  this  man,  describing  Incident. 

Afladavit  Pvt  Russell  September  4,  1896. 

Editorial  Cumberland  News,  January,  1883,  describes  Incident;  written  by 
Col.  H.  J.  Johnston,  adjutant.  First  West  Virginia. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  20,  1896. 

1709.  Burns,  James  M.,  Company  B,  First  West  Virginia  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1805  (458057).    Natchitoches,  La.,  April  19,  1864.    Seeing  (Confederate 

officer  in  advance  of  his  command,  charged  him  alone,  unaided,  and  captured 

him. 

September  3,  1896,  C.  T.  Emery,  secretary.  Third  Massachusetts  Cavalry 
Association,  asks  for  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  statement  Maj.  T.  L.  Noyes, 
Forty-first  Massachusetts  Infantry  Volunteers. 

October  26,  1896,  evidence  eyewitnesses  required. 

J.  M.  W.  Emery.  Third  Massachusetts,  affidavit 

Statement  and  certificate  November  20,  1896,  MaJ.  Noyes. 

Aifidavit  November  8,  1896,  Robert  King,  eyewitness. 

November  14,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  20,  1896. 

1805.  Elliott,  Russell  0.,  Company  B,  Third  Massachusetts  CJavalry. 

Case  No.  1801  (334870).  Resaca,  Ga.,  May  15,  1864.  Voluntarily  rode  between 
lines  while  two  brigades  Union  troops  were  firing  Into  each  other,  and 
stopped  the  firing. 
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May  17,  1892,  Gen.  ButterfieW  asks  medal  for  this  man;  Indorsed  by  Gen. 
Sickles  June  3,  1892,  both  eyewitnesses. 

Mentioned  In  numerous  contemporaneous  reports;  extracts  noted. 

June  23,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  for  dlstlngrulshed  conduct,  and  Assistant 
Secretary  awards  June  23,  1892. 

One  medal  issued  June  30,  1892. 

1801.  Tremain,  Henry  E.,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1803  (402903).    Spottsylvanla,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    While  serving  as 

engineer  officer  voluntarily  exposed  himself  to  enemy's  fire. 

December  15,  1894,  Congressman  Marvin  submits  petition  of  35  survivors 
One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New  York  Infantry. 

Two  affidavits  April,  1894 :  Capt.  J.  A.  Grler  and  Capt  Charles  B.  Wood,  iMJth 
One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New  York  Infantry. 

Two  letters :  M.  D.  Stivers,  M.  C,  and  Gen.  Sickles. 

December  21,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  2,  1895. 

1803.  Wisner,  Lewis  S.,  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.   1818    (478046).     Petersburg,   Va.,  July   30,   1864.  Having  captured 
enemy's  line,  saw  four  of  them  retiring  to  second  line;  advanced  alone,  com- 
pelled their  surrender,  regained  regiment  with  four  prisoners. 
April  23,  1897,  Loyal  Veterans'  Legion  asks  medal ;  four  affidavits  April,  1897. 

of  comrades— McRoberts,  W.  F.  Smith,  John  Webb,  M.  Parker;  letter   H.  J. 

Swift. 
July  13,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  July  20,  1897. 

1818,  Swift,  Harlan  J.,  Company  H,  Second  New  York  Mounted  Reserves. 

Case  No.  1819   (180743).  Near  Fort  Gates,  Fla.,  April  1,  1864.     Volunteer  in 

surpri.se  and  capture  of  enemy's  picket. 

January  16,  1888,  this  man  asks  for  medal,  describing  services;  returned 
Februarv  24,  1888,  evidence  of  eyewitnesses  required. 

March  28,  1889,  letter  Capt.  S.  P.  Smith,  One  hundred  and  fifteenth  New- 
York  Volunteers,  Indorsed  by  G.  S.  Batcheller. 

April  22,  1890,  Congressman  J.  Sanford  incloses  application  of  this  man. 

Extract  General  Orders,  No.  19,  April  3,  1864,  Gen.  Hatch's  thanks  to  party. 

April  25,  1890,  Schofield  recommends,  and  April  26,  Secretary  of  War,  having 
personally  reviewed  case,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  2,  1890. 

1819,  Thackrah,  Benjamin,  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  fifteenth  New  York 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1806  (535308).     Newnan,  Ga.,  July  29,  1864.    Nearly  .surrounded  by 
enemy,  captured  Confederate  soldier;  with  aid  of  comrade  later  captured 
four  others ;  disarmed  five ;  brought  them  all  Into  Union  lines. 
November  24,  1898,  Congressman  Henderson  forwards  affidavit  of  this  man 
and  nine  letters  of  comrades  of  Fifth  Iowa  Volunteers. 

December  29,  1898,  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  for  most  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 
One  medal  Issued  January  13,  1899. 
1806,  Healey,  George  W.,  Company  E,  Fifth  Iowa  Cavalry  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1719  (471371).     Drewrys  Bluff,  Va.,  May  16,  186-t.     Retreating  with 

regiment,  repulsed,  voluntarily  returned  face  enemy,  rescued  wounded  oflicer. 

March  3,  1897,  Congressman  Russell  forwards  letter  and  affidavit  Lieut 
A.  S.  Button,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Infantry,  dated  January,  1897 ;  affidavit 
First  Sergt.  Tibbetts,  February,  1897 ;  affidavit,  February  11,  1897.  Pvt  Avery, 
Twenty-first  Connecticut. 

Jul^'  16,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  presents  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  13,  1897. 

1719,  Gray,  Robert  A.,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1823  (505413).  Peach  Tree  Creek,  Ga.,  July  20,  1864.  With  con- 
spicuous coolness  and  bravery  rallied  his  men  under  severe  attack,  reformed 
broken  ranks,  repulsed  attack. 

September  4,  1897,  Capt.  R.  P.  Dewey,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Illinois  Volun- 
teers, In  affidavit  asks  medal  for  this  man. 
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Affidavits:  September  25.  1897,  Capt.  W.  Strawn,  One  hundred  and  fourth 
Illinois ;  September  28,  1897,  William  Proctor ;  November  16,  1897,  Capt.  J.  M. 
Wright. 

Letter  October  11,  1897,  Lieut.  W.  W.  Calkins. 

Letter  December  30,  1897,  Gen.  A.  G.  McCook,  indorsed  by  Gen.  W' .  P.  Carlin, 
recommending  medal. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 

1823,  Hapeman,  Douglas,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1821  (308090).    Boydton  Plank  Road,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    Checked 

rout  and  rallied  troops  in  face  terrible  fire ;  severely  wounded. 

June  1,  1893,  this  man  applies  for  medal. 

Extract  report  Gen.  R.  de  Trobriand  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

Col.  R.  E.  Biles,  Ninety-ninth  Pennsylvania,  October  18,  1866,  recommends 
brevet. 

Maj.  Gen.  Mott  states :  "  I  know  this  officer  is  entitled  to  a  brevet  for  gal- 
lantry at  Boydton  Plank  Road." 

August  24,  1893,  L.  A.  Grant  requests  disinterested  application  and  specific 
statement. 

September  21,  1893,  Lieut.  S.  Shoup,  Second  United  States  Sharpshooters, 
eyewitness;  statement  and  request. 

September  22,  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  29,  1893. 

1821,  Bonnaffon,  Sylvester,  jr.,  Company  G.,  Ninety-ninth  Pennsylvania  Vol- 
unteers. 

Case  No.  1807  (388168).    Fort  Harrison,  Va.,  September  30,  1864.     Led  small 

flanking  party ;  great  risk ;  captured  large  number  prisoners. 

April  24,  1894,  Col.  E.  M.  Cullen,  Ninety-sixth  New  York  Volunteers,  asks 
me<lal ;  describes  incident :  favorably  indorsed  by  Lieut.  Col.  G.  V.  Henry, 
Seventh  Cavalry,  not  present. 

April  25,  1894,  Capt.  J.  J.  Underbill,  Fortieth  Massachusetts. 

Gen.  Stannanl  report,  1864,  specifically  mentions  and  recommends  promotion. 

May  25,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  personal  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  June  13,  1894. 

1807,  Hubbell,  William  S.,  Company  A,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Infantry. 

Ca.se  No.  1522  (385587).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Seized  a 

musket  and  joined  in  charge ;  severely  wounded. 

April  3,  1894,  Maj.  Charles  Hipp,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio,  asks  medal  and  de- 
scribes incident. 

Congressman  Richey  forwards  application. 

At  reunion,  1884,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio,  asks  for  medal  and  describes  incident. 

Affidavit  John  Dorn,  J.  H.  Puck. 

May  4.  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  denies;  evidence  not  considered  sufficient. 

January  26,  1895,  Comrade  R.  H.  Cochran  letter;  also  N.  B.  Baker,  Capt. 
Rosenbaum,  Comrade  Schmidt. 

March  9,  1895,  full  reply  Acting  Secretary  to  Mr.  Cochran. 

Additional  letters  March  and  April,  1895,  Cochran,  ex-Congres.sman  Haines, 
Col.  George  E.  Welles,  Sixty-eighth  Ohio,  and  letter  M.  D.  Bacon,  May  8,  1895. 

Letter  Maj.  Charles  Hiw>. 

Basis  award  in  this  case  same  as  that  in  1562  (below). 

August  7,  1895,  evidence  having  been  supplied.  Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  13,  1895. 

1522.  Kountz,  John  S.,  Company  G,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1562  (432502).     Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.     Re^ 

cued  wounded  comrade  under  terrific  fire. 

October  28,  1895,  Congressman  Southard  Incloses  application  Maj.  Charles 
Hipp,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio,  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Certificate  Capt.  Rosenbaum,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio;  Comrade  J.  H.  Puck,  who 
describes  incident. 

November  5,  1895,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished  fgal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  9,  1895. 

15(r2.  Schmidt,  William,  Company  G,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1723  (367973).    North  Fork.  Va.,  September  26,  1864.    Voluntarily  car- 
ried severely  wounded  couirade  out  of  heavy  fire  of  enemy. 
June  16,  1893.  this  man  applies  for  medal  inclosing  affidavit,  OctolH*r  24, 1892. 

Serpt.  Lyman,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry ;  October  14, 1892,  affidavit  by  hini.self. 
Adjutant  General's  records  show  Lyman  was  wounded  1864. 
September  21,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  26,  1893. 
1723.  Hills,  William  G.,  Company  E,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1577   (2726  A  (RA)   89).     Millerstown.  Pa.,  July.  1863.     Bravery  in 

attempt  to  carry  a  communication  throu^i^h  enemy's  lineR*,  also  rescued  an 

officer  from  hands  of  enemy. 

March  22.  1889,  this  man  asks  for  medal;  quotes  extract  of  report  Lieut-  N. 
Nolan.  Sixth  Cavalry,  dated  July  27,  1863,  in  which  he  is  specifically  mentioned 

April  5,  1889,  approved  by  major  general  commanding,  and  Secretary  of  War 
awards  April  19,  1889. 

One  medal  issued  April  23,  1889. 

1577.  Schwenk,  Martin,  Company  B,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1574  (506789).  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  November  20,  1863.  With  one  com- 
panion voluntarily  carried  through  enemy  lines  important  dispatches  from 
Grant  to  Burnside;  brought  back  reply.  Comrade's  horse  killed;  takra 
prisoner. 

January  24,  1898,  Congressman  Spaulding  forwards  his  letter. 
Dec*»mber  27,  1870,  letter  Gen.  I.  Garrard;  letter  Gen.  Cutcheon,  December 

28,  1885. 

Indorsement  contemporaneous  correspondence,  1865-66. 

Gen.  Wilcox  recommends  that  as  man  is  not  promoted  he  should  receive  $500; 

$1,000  offered  to  citizen  who  had  refused. 
Letter  1574,  dated  January  20,  1898. 

Letter  1574.  dated  December  26,  1865,  to  Senator  Chandler. 
March  29,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 
1574.  Hadley,  Cornelius  M.,  Company  P,  Ninth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1715  (433044).    Honey  Hill,  S.  C,  November  30,  1864.     Under  heavy 
lire,  carried  his  wounded  commanding  officer  from  the  field. 
August  26,   1895,  Col.  A.   S.  Hartw^ell,   Fifty-fifth   Massachusetts,  requests 

medal. 

Contemporaneous  report  brigadier  commander  (Hartwell),  volume  44,  pages 
430-432,  sjiecifically  describes  incident. 

November  13,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  November  18,  1895. 

1715.  Ellsworth,  Thomas  F.,  Fifty-ninth  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1575  (380326).    Bayou  Teche,  La.,  January  14,  1863.    Voluntarily  car- 
ried Important  message  through  heavy  fire  of  enemy. 
January  10.  1894,  Peck,  Adjutant  General  of  Vermont,  requests  medal  and 

Incloses  certificates  (Jen.  S.  Thomas,  (Colonel  Ninth  Vermont,  dated  November 

27,  1803;  First  Lieut.  F.  E.  Smith,  Eighth  Vermont,  same  date,  and  Col.  H.  F. 

Dutton,  Eighth  Vermont,  November  28,  1893. 
January,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  January  29,  1894. 
1575.  Howard,  Squire  E.,  Eighth  Vermont. 

Case  No.  1564   (317895).     Carsvllle,  Va.,  May  15,  1863.     Ordered  to  retreat, 
turne<l  back,  rushed  to  front,  faced  heavy  fire  enemy  In  endeavor  to  rescoe 
wounded  comrades ;  remained  until  overpowered  and  taken  prisoner. 
November  28,  1891,  21  officers  and  men,  survivors  Sixth  Massachusetts,  re- 
quests me<lal  for  this  man. 

March  11,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  and  Secretary  of  War  personally  con- 
sidered case  and  awarded. 

One  me<lal  Issued  March  22,  1892. 

1564.  Sweatt,  Joseph  S.  G.,  Company  C,  Sixth  Massachusetts 

Case  No.  1576  (338668).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    Voluntarily  deUvered 
order  In  face  heavy  fire  from  enemy. 
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July  12,  1892,  Senator  Gray  forwards  his  own  statement  and  affidavit  of 
C.  B.  Tanner  and  W.  T.  Seville.  June,  1802. 

Specillcally  mentioned  in  contemporaneous  extracts  reports  of  Maj.  T.  G. 
Ellis,  Fourteenth  Connecticut. 

July  15,  1892,  Schofield  considers  act  conspicuous  gallantry,  worthy  highest 
praise,  and  July  18,  1892,  Acting  Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  22,  1892. 

1576.  Postles,  James  Parke,  First  Delaware  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1556  (494100).    Winchester,  Va.,  June  14,  1863.    With  one  companldn 
voluntarily  went  front  Union  line  under  heavy  fire  enemy,  carried  back  help- 
less wounded  comrade,  saving  from  death  or  capture. 
Februarj'  4,  1898,  Lieut.  Ck)l.  M.  M.  Granger,  One  hundred  and  twenty-second 

Ohio  Volunteers,  asks  medal  and  describes  incident. 

January,  1898,  two  affidavits  by  comrades  Ham  and  McCoy,  One  hundred  and 

twenty-second  Ohio  Volunteers. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 

1556.  Robinson,  Elbrldge,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  twenty-second  Ohio 

Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1736  (402755).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5, 1864.    Saved  life  of  an  officer. 

December  13,  1894,  T.  S.  Peck,  Adjutant  General  of  Vermont  asks  medal,  in- 
closing two  affidavits. 

September  29,  1894,  Capt.  E.  W.  Carter ;  October  26,  1894,  Corpl.  A.  A.  Carter, 
both  Fourth  Vermont. 

Letter  September  20,  1894,  of  applicant. 

December  21, 1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  conspicuous  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  January  4,  1895. 

1736.  Rich,  Carlos  H.,  Company  K,  Fourth  Vermont 

Case  No.  1565  (440659).  Siege  of  Port  Hudson,  La.,  July,  1863.  Voluntarily 
exposed  himself  to  enemy  few  feet  away  to  render  valuable  services  for  protec- 
tion of  comrades. 

February  7, 1896,  Senator  Gallinger  transmits  letter  Capt.  L.  H.  PiUsbury  and 
affidavits  February  3,  1896,  A.  A.  Percy,  comrades  of  this  man. 

March  4,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished  gal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  issued  March  10,  1896. 

1565.  Tabor,  WilUam  L.  S.,  Company  K,  Fifteenth  New  Hampshire  Volunteera 

Case  No.  1578  (375205).  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.  Gallantry  in  recapture 
three  guns,  and  two  additional  guns  from  enemy;  also  capture  number  pris- 
oners. 

October  13,  1892,  Senator  Proctor  Incloses  request  of  this  man  for  medal. 
Letter  Col.  Randall,  Thirteenth  Vermont,  describes  incident. 
Gen.  Doubleday,  commanding  Third  Division,  specifically  mentions  in  his  re- 
port volume  27,  Part  I,  page  258. 

Gen.  Stannard,  commanding  Third  Brigade,  specifically  mentions  incident, 
page  348. 

October  21,  1893,  Acting  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  October  28,  1893. 

1578.  Lonergan,  John,  Company  A,  Thirteenth  Vermont. 

Case  No.  15aS  (458026).    (nmncellorsville,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.    Severely  wounded, 

went  to  rear,  Insisted  upon  returning  to  his  company,  did  so,  fighting  until 

exhausted  by  loss  of  blood,  compelled  to  retire. 

Congressman  Foote,  September  3,  1896,  forwarded  application  of  this  man; 
evidence  two  eyewitnesses  have  been  called  for. 

Affidavit  August,  189C,  of  coiurades  Pattlson  and  Corbett ;  joint  affidavit  four 
comrades,  One  hundreil  and  twenty-third  New  York  Volunteers,  February,  1896. 

November  11,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  lssue<l  November,  17,  1896. 

1533.  Sartwell,  Henry,  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  twenty-third  New  York 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1534  (450272).  Mine  Run  Va.,  November  27,  1863.  Voluntarily  ex- 
tinguished fu8t»-burnlng  shell  thrown  Into  llnis  of  regiment  by  enemy. 
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May  16,  1896,  CJol.  Sellers,  Ninetiej;h  Pennsylvania,  describes  incident.  In- 
closes newspaper  clipping,  and  aslss  medal  for  this  man. 

Certificate  Sergt.  Bwing,  Sergt  Earley,  both  comrades  Ninetieth  P«insylvania, 
May  13,  1896. 

Corpl.  Wheaton  describes  Incident. 

June  17,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  23,  1896. 

1534.  Schelbner,  Martin  E.,  Company  G,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1573  (449^-93).  Newbys  Cross  Roads,  Va.,  July  24,  1863.  In  com- 
mand section  artillery,  attacked  by  enemy;  ordered  to  abandon  guns;  disre- 
garded orders,  aide<l  repelling  attack ;  save  guns. 

March  9,  1893,  Maj.  Wllliston,  Third  Artillery,  ask  medal  for  this  man,  in- 
closing affidavit  February,  1893,  John  Overton,  Eugene  Muffatt. 
Letter  February  28,  1^3,  of  Hastings,  captain,  Fifth  Michigan,  eyewitness. 
Newspaper  clipping  February  20,  1893. 

Extract  Gen.  Custer's  report,  1863,  pages  1001-1004,  volume  43,  Rebellion  Rec- 
ords, mentions  gallant  conduct  of  this  man  on  this  occasion. 
August  22,  1893,  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  1,  1893. 
1573.  Woodruff,  Carle  A.,  Second  Artillery,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1521  (345627).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  ISm.  Held  ground  with  bat- 
tery after  other  batteries  had  fallen  back,  until  compelled  to  draw  his  piece 
off  by  hand;  severely  wounded. 
September  15,  1892,  Col.  Burke,  Eighty-eighth  New  York,  mentions  incident; 

mentions  extract  complimentary  in  "  Library  of  National  Records." 
Maj.  Hart  specifically  mentions  brave  and  gallant  conduct  of  this  man  in  his 

r^)ort,  page  888,  volume  27,  Part  I,  Rebellion  Records. 
September  29,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends,  and  Asslstapt  Secretary  of  War 

having  personally  considered  case,  awards  October  1,  1892. 
One  medal  issued  October  18,  1892. 
1.^)21.  Knox,  Eihvard  M..  Fifteenth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1542  (380260).  Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Sent  outside  line 
to  obtain  information ;  upon  his  return  surprised  by  large  force  of  enemy;  re- 
gained Union  lines  after  greatly  Imperiling  his  life. 

January  10,  1894,  Gen.  H.  W.  Slocum  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  describes 
incident. 

Slocum  report,  dated  May  17,  1863,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 
Secretary  Doe  disapproves,  "  It  Is  not  for  doing  one's  duty,  even  to  entire 
satisfaction  of  commander,  the  award  of  medal  was  intended." 

February  14,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  adheres  to  decision,  nothing  addi- 
tional having  been  furnished  in  this  case. 

Secretary  Lamont,  April  13,  1894,  states:  "I  think  a  medal  should  be  issued 
on  statement  of  Gen.  Slocum. 
One  medal  issued  May  2,  1895. 

1.542.  Tracey,  William  G.,  Company  I.  One  hundred  and  twenty-second  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1543  (377867).     Wauhatchle,  Tenn.,  October  28,-1863.     Gallantry  in 

action;   manifesting  throughout  engagement  coolness,   zeal,  judgment,  and 

courage. 

November  29,  1893,  G«n.  H.  W.  Slocum  applies  for  medal  for  this  man;  de- 
scribes incident. 

Gen.  J.  W.  Geary,  In  report  November  5,  1863,  commendatory  mention. 

December  9,  1893,  Secretary  of  War  having  personally  considered  case,  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  January  17,  1894. 

1543.  Veale,  Moses,  One  hundred  and  ninth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1571   (468799).    Grand  Coteau,  La.,  November  3,  1863.    Surrounded 

by  enemy  cavalry,  support  surrendered,  ordered  charge,  saved  section  battery 

under  his  command. 

February  2,  1897,  Congressman  Knox  asks  medal,  describes  Incident. 

Mentioned  contemporaneous  reports  Gen.  C.  C.  Washburn,  November  7,  1863; 
Burbrldge  November  7,  1863 ;  November  4,  1863,  report  of  applicant 

November  25,  1963,  letter  W.  B.  Franklin  very  complimentary. 

November  24,  1863,  Gen.  Cameron  specifically  mentions. 
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Assistant  Secretary  Doe  February  9,  1897,  awards. 
One  medal  issued  February  16,  1897. 

1571.  Marland,  William,  Second  Independent  Battery,  Massachusetts  Light 
ArtiUery. 

Case  No.  1567  (514233).    Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.    Wounded,  fought 

gallantly   under   fierce   fire   until    ammunition   expended,   horses    killed   or 

wounded,  enemy  within  25  yards,  brought  off  piece  In  safety. 

March  22,  1898,  Congressman  Russell  submits  application  of  this  man. 

Contemporaneous  letters  Col.  Tompkins  December  9,  1864,  indorsed  by  Gen. 
Wright  December  9,  1869,  and  MaJ.  Gen.  Sheridan,  commendatory. 

Statement  Capt.  G.  E.  Randolph,  Chief  of  Artillery. 

Extract  Gen.  SIckles*s  report. 

Capt.  Clark,  Chief  of  Artillery,  First  Division,  Third  Corps,  and  Capt.  Ran- 
dolph, volume  45,  part  1,  serial  No.  89,  R.  R.,  all  contemporaneous  and  com- 
mendatory. 

Melklejohn,  Secretary  of  War,  awards  November  27,  1898. 

One  medal  issued  July  13,  1899. 

1567.  Bucklyn,  John  K.,  Company  I,  Rhode  Island  Light  Artillery. 

Case   No.   1544    (320522).  Salem    Heights,   Va.,   May   3,    1863.    Distinguished 

bravery  in  action,  where  he  was  wounded  and  had  horse  shot  under  him. 

March  1,  1892,  Maj.  E.  B.  Wllliston,  Third  Artillery,  asks  medal  and  describes 
Incident. 

Letter  May  14,  1892,  E.  B.  Grubb. 

Col.  G.  V.  Henry,  Seventh  Cavalry,  March  13,  1892,  describes  Incident. 

Extract  contemporaneous  reports  Ord,  Upton,  and  Weitzel  specifically  men- 
tion. 

March  16,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  and  Secretarj^  of  War,  March  17,  1892, 
personally  reviewed  case  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  28,  1892. 

1544.  Wheeler,  Daniel  D.,  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1721  (383787).  Atlanta,  Ga.,  August  6,  1864.  Saved  lives  of  com- 
rades, picking  up  and  throwing  away  lighted  shell  which  had  fallen  In  midst 
of  company. 

February  27,  1894,  Congressman  Broderlck  forwards  letter  of  Pvt.  Mc- 
Laughlin, Fifty-second  Ohio,  asking  for  medal  for  this  man ;  also  affidavit  Jan- 
uary 12,  1892,  First  Sergt.  T.  Humphreville ;  statement  Lieut.  Duff;  statement 
MaJ.  Holmes;  all  of  Fifty-second  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

March  31,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  conspicuous  gal- 
lantry. 

One  medal  Issued  April  5,  1894. 

1721.  Grimshaw,  Samuel,  Company  B,  Fifty-second  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1722   (537873),  1727   (537873).  Near  Kenesaw  Mountain,  Ga.,  June 

15.  1864.    With  one  companion,  under  fierce  fire  close  range,  rescued  wounded 

comrade  fallen  between  lines,  carried  him  place  safety. 

January  23,  1899,  Senator  Allison  Incloses  resolution  Eleventh  Iowa  Volun- 
teers dated  December  24,  1898,  signed  by  officers  of  the  society. 

April  20,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  requires  evidence  eyewitnesses. 

June  20,  1899,  affidavits  Pvt.  P.  R.  Bradshaw,  Corpl.  A.  G.  Downing. 

On  supplemental  evidence  November  20,  1899,  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards 
medals  to  both  these  men  for  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

Two  medals  issued  November  27,  1899. 

1722.  Herrlngton,  Pitt  B.,  Company  E,  Eleventh  Iowa  Infantry. 
1727.  Mayes,  William  B.,  Company  K,  Eleventh  Iowa  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1672  (145750).  Spottsylvanla,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.  Capture  flag  Eight- 
eenth North  Carolina  In  personal  encounter. 

lifarch  5,  1890,  CJongressman  Craig  asks  for  medal. 

Affidavit  January  2,  1890,  B.  F.  Butts. 

September  20,  1889,  S.  B.  Duff,  affirmatton. 

Affidavit  March,  1890,  Capt.  Mitchell ;  B.  H.  Prlzer,  comrades. 

March  20,  1890,  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  his  gallant  action. 

March  21,  1890,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  March  27,  1890. 

1672.  Mitchell,  Alexander  H.,  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  fifth  Pennsyl- 
vania. 
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Case  No.  1511  (323887).    Banks  Ford,  Va.,  May  4,  1863.    Single-handed,  cap- 
tured two  officers  and  five  privates  of  Eighth  Louisiana. 

March  28,  1892,  Adjt.  Gen.  Vt.  T.  S.  Peck  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  describes 
incident. 

April  23,  1892,  affidavits  Second  Lieut.  E.  W.  Carter,  First  Sergt.  W.  W.  Mor- 
ton. 
May  4, 1892,  Schofield  recommends  medal  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  May  13,  1892. 
1511.  Coffey,  Robert  J.,  Company  K,  Fourth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1518  (445702).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  19,  1863.     Drummer  boy,  14 

years  of  age,  severely  wounded,  exposed  to  heavy  fire,  remained  upon  tield  of 

battle  until  he  had  reported  to  Gen.  Sherman  necessity  for  ammunition  for 

troops  of  Marmaduke. 

March  26,  1896,  letter  Fifty-fifth  IlUnols  Veterans'  Association  asks  medal  for 
this  drummer  boy. 

August  8,  1863,  Sherman's  letter  to  Secretary  of  Navy  to  send  this  boy  to 
Naval  Academy  cites  incident. 

September  19.  1864,  letter  Secretary  of  Navy  G.  Welles. 

April  18,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  April  23,  1896. 

1518.  Howe,  Orion  P..  Fifty-fifth  Dllnols  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1550  (481855).    Brlstoe  Station,  Va..  June  15,  1863.    At  imminent  peril 

saved  from  death  or  capture  disabled  officer  of  his  company  by  carrying  him 

under  hot  musketry  fire  to  place  of  safety. 

June  1,  1^.  Congressman  Odell  forwards  Capt,  Wisner*s,  One  hundred  and 
twenty-fourth  New  York  Volunteers,  application  for  medal  for  thi«  man ;  favor- 
ably Indorsed  by  Capt.  Bradley. 

No  record  of  disability  by  sunstroke  is  found  in  records. 

Secretary  Alger,  July  31,  1897,  presents  m«dal. 

One  medal  Issued  September  10,  1897. 

1550.  Hallock,  Nathan  M.,  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New 
York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1549   (468696).     Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     Voluntarily  ex- 
posed himself  to  heavy  fire  during  thickest  of  fight,  carried  wounded  men  to 
rear  for  treatment  and  attendance. 
December  15,  1896,  Maj.  J.  C.  Gllmore  recommends  medal  for  this  man ;  quotes 

report  of  Col.  Seaver,  regimental  commander,  and  Gen.  T.  H.  Brooks;   report 

specifically  recommends  this  man  for  medal. 

Losses  shown  by  report  Gen.  Bartlett.  extract  quoted. 
February  9,  1897.  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  me<lal  issued  February  16,  1897. 
1549.  Hall,  Francis  B.,  Sixteenth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1524  (170019).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  May  3, 1863.    Among  first -to  jump 

into  enemy's  rifle  pits ;  captured  and  brought  out  three  prisoners. 

March  28,  1890,  this  man  asks  if  he  is  entitled  to  medal,  describes  incident. 
Submits  affidavit  Comrades  Trafton,  joint  affidavits  Trafton  and  Staples,  May 
27,  1890.  These  affidavits  were  submitted  when  additional  evidence  was  called 
for,  April,  1890. 

June  10,  1890,  Schofield,  on  additional  evidence,  recommends  medal,  and  As- 
sistant Secretary  awards,  June  16,  1890. 

One  medal  iasued  June  28,  1890. 

1524.  Luther,  James  H.,  Company  D,  Seventh  Massachusetts  VoUmteers. 

Case  No.  1525  (5323-76).    Chancellorsvllle,  Va..  May  3,  1863.  Bravely  advanced 

to  enemy's  line  under  heavy  fire,  brought  back  valuable  information. 

September  5,  1876.  Henry  Warner  applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Contemporaneous  order  May  23,  1863,  0)1.  W.  R.  Brewster,  commanding  bri- 
gade, commends  this  man.  This  man,  with  six  others,  was  specifically  reported 
by  brigade  commander  for  bravery,  etc.  Medals  had  been  Issued  to  Sergt.  Maj. 
Jacobsky  and  Pvt.  Brannlgan. 

S(»ptember  23,  1876,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  5.  1876. 

1525.  Lutz,  Gottleib,  Company  A,  Seventy-fourth  New  York  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1523  (303094).  Port  Hudson,  La.,  June  14,  1863.    During  momentary 

confusion  in  ranks  caused  by  otlier  troops  rustling  upon  regiment,  tills  man, 

by  coolness  and  efficient  aid,  prevented  panic  among  troops. 

November  7,  1891,  Congressman  Morse  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  gives 
copy  regimental  General  Order  June  18,  1863,  Fourth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 
Col.  Walker  especially  conmiendatory. 

Staten>ent  November  1,  1891.  of  applicant. 

Commendatory  statement  of  Lieut.  Col.  Colby  and  Capt.  G.  S.  Merrill,  both 
Fourth  Massachusetts. 

November  7,  1891,  Scholleld  recommends  and  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  November  19,  1891. 

Nov.  7,  1891,  Schofleld  recommends  and  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

1523.  Tx)verlng,  George  M.,  Company  I,  Fourth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1570  (473783).    Newbys  Cross  Roads,  Va.,  July  24,  1863.     Command 

squadron,  attacked  by  enemy,  orders  given  to  abandon  guns  disregarded  order, 

aided  in  repelling  attack,  and  saved  guns. 

March  18,  1897,  Maj.  Carle  L.  Woodruff,  Second  Artillery,  requests  medal  for 
this  num. 

Gen.  George  A.  Custer,  official  report  engagement  August  28,  1863. 

July  19,  1897,  Secretar>^  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

1570.  Hastings,  Smith  H.,  Company  — ,  Fifth  Michigan  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1516  (408201).    Matagorda  Bay,  Tex.,  December  29-30,  1863.    Com- 
mand  detachment   100  men,   conducted   reconnoissance   two   days,   baffling, 
beating  back  attacking  force  of  more  than  thousand  (Confederate  Cavalry; 
regained  transport  without  loss. 
February  20,  1895,  Congressman  Everett  applies  for  medal  for  this  man,  in- 

clo^ng  petition  of  applicant  dated  February  13,  1895,  document  52,  series  1, 

volume  2,  page  419,  commendatory  report  Maj.  Henry. 
Gen.  Ransom's  report,  1863. 

January  3,  1864,  Gen.  Ransom's  letter  commendatory. 
January  6,  1864,  Gen.  Washburn. 
Commendatory  extract  Maj.  Staples,  Third  Maine,  specifically  mentions  this 

man. 
February  25,  1895,  Secretary  Lamont  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  2,  1895. 

•    1516.  Hesseltine,  Francis  S.,  Company  G,  Third  Maine  Volunteera 

Case  No.  1515  (44929).  Gettysburg,  Pa..  July  3,  1863.  All  officers  of  battery 
killed  or  wounded,  five  guns  disabled  in  Pickett's  assault ;  succeeded  to  com- 
mand; fought  remaining  gun  with  distinguished  gallantry  until  battery 
ordered  withdrawn. 

October  19,  1896,  Gen.  A.  S.  Webb  recommends  medal  and  describes  Incident ; 
dtes  Oen.  Hancock's  report,  1863,  his  own  report  of  July  12,  1863;  extract 
report  of  Capt.  Hazard,  First  Rhode  Island  Infantry. 

October  8.  1863,  commendatory  indorsement  and  recommendation  for  promo- 
tion by  Gens.  Meade,  Hunt,  and  Webb. 

October  29,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  considers  sufficient  recognition  of 
gallantry  had  been  awarded  when  he  was  commissioned. 
June  4,  1897,  Gen.  Webb  submits  another  letter  requesting  medal. 
July  31,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  August  24,  1897. 
1515.  Fuger,  Frederick,  Company  A,  Fourth  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1553   (411810).     Mc^Mlnnville,  Tenn.,  October  3.  1863.    Went  to  aid 

wounded  comrade  between  lines  and  carried  him  to  place  safety. 

March  25,  1895,  Lieut.  Col.  T.  H.  Reeves,  Fourth  Tennessee  Infantr>%  de- 
scribes IncldeTit  and  recommends  medal  for  this  man. 

April  3,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  calls  for  additional  evidence. 

Affidavit,  April  25,  1895,  S.  J.  Jones  and  J.  N.  Bird,  comrades,  Company  D, 
Fourth  Tennessee  Volunteers. 

May  27,  1895,  letter  Lieut.  Col.  Reeves. 

.Tune  1,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary-  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  June  11,  1895. 

15.')3.  Lawson,  Gaines,  Company  D,  Fourth  Tennes.see  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1532  (365183).  Chickamauga,  Ga.,  September  19,  1863.  While  oo 
extreme  front  between  lines  of  combatants,  single  handed  captured  Con- 
federate major  who  was  armed  and  mounted. 

March  29,  1893,  Senator  J.  Martin  forwards  this  man*8  application;  state- 
ment of  applicant  indorsed  by  Col.  Aslcew,  Fifteenth  Ohio  Volunteers,  April 
3,  1893. 

August  18,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  denies ;  aiq;>licatlon  by  command- 
ing officer  and  supported  by  evidence  eyewitnesses. 

Affidavits,   September  7,  1893,  Lieut.  P.  G.  Gardner;   September  28,  ISK, 
Jacob  Campbell ;  statement  Col.  Askew,  October  6,  1893. 
November  4,  1893,  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  November  9,  1893. 
1532.  Richey,  WilUam  E.,  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1552  (124013).     Vlcksburg,  Miss.,  May  19,  1863.    Voluntarily  and  at 

risk  of  life,  under  severe  enemy  Are,  aided  and  assisted  to  rear  an  officer 

severely  wounded  and  left  on  field. 

August  17,  1898,  Congressman  Dol liver  forwards  Capt  J.  L.  Horr*8  applica- 
tion for  medal  for  this  man. 

Statement,  same  date,  J.  L.  Horr,  captain.  Thirteenth  United  States  Infantry. 

April  21,  1899,  Adjutant  General's  Office  extracts:  Gen.  F.  P.  Blair,  1863, 
report,  no  specific  mention  of  this  man. 

Gen.  H.  C.  Corbin  recommends  and  April  25,  1899,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  13,  1899. 

1552.  Kephart.  James,  Company  C,  First  Battalion,  Thirteenth  United  States 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1813   (314778).    Yellow  Tavern,  Va.,  May  11,  1864;  Hanovertown, 
Va.,  May  27,  1864.     Made  successful  charge;  90  prisoners  captured.    Gal- 
lant dash  on  superior  force  enemy ;  personal  encounter ;  captured  opponent 
January  28,  1892,  Congressman  Curtis  transmits  two  letters,  January  18, 

1892,  of  Col.  Nichols,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry;  cites  extracts  reports  Gen. 

T.  C.  Devin. 
March  11, 1892,  Schofleld  considers  conduct  well  merits  medal. 
March  14,  1892,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  March  22,  1892. 
1813.  Rutherford,  John  T.,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1718  (398237).  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5,  1864.  Single  handed  res- 
cueil  comrade  from  two  Confe<lerate  ^niards,  knocking  down  one  and  compelling 
surrender  of  other. 

September  20,  1890,  Lieut.  Col.  Edward  Hill,  Sixteenth  Michigan,  appUes  for 
medal  for  this  man ;  Incloses  petition  of  Eighty-third  Pennsylvania  Regimental 
Association,  signed  by  57  members  and  indorsed  by  Gen.  Daniel  Butterfield. 

November  30,  1894,  Secretary'  Lamont  awards  for  gallantry  at  Wilderness. 

One  medal  issued  December  27,  1894. 

1718.  Grace,  Peter,  Company  E,  Eighty-third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1817  (402775).  Kenesaw  Mountain,  Ga.,  June  15,  1864.  Advanced 
beyond  lines  and,  in  encounter  with  three  Confederates,  shot  two  and  took 
other  prisoner. 

Dtx^mber  14,  1894.  Senator  Allen  incloses  petition,  sworn  to  July  14, 1894,  by 
two  comrades :  N.  Fallows,  November  28,  18&4 ;  H.  H.  Brook,  October  19,  1894, 
both  Forty-sixth  Ohio  Volunteera 

December  21,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  2,  1895. 

1817.  Sturgeon,  James  K.,  Company  F,  Forty-sixth  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1568  (343833).  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.  Saved  gun  of  bat- 
tery under  heavy  fire ;  most  of  horses  killed  and  drivers  wounded. 

September,  1892,  Capt.  Thompstm,  Lieut  Stevenson,  and  Lieut  Paul,  two 
other  comrades  of  the  battery,  request  medal  and  describe  incident 

Report  Capt.  Thompson,  dated  July  4,  1863,  specifically  mentions  this  man 
for  gallantry. 

November  8,  1892,  Schofleld  lecommends  award,  and  Secretary  of  War,  hav- 
in/T  personally  considered  case,  awards,  November,  1892. 

Onp  nie<lfll  Issued  December  21,  1892. 

1508.  Carlisle,  (^asfier.  Battery  F,  Independent  Light  Artillery. 
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Case  No.  1569  (1074  B  88).  ChancellorsvlUe,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.  AU  officers 
and  men  having  been  killed  or  wounded,  continued  to  fire  gun.  Piece  dragged 
off  by  himself  and  another  man  ;  horses  shot ;  saved  piece. 

November  29,  1889,  St.  Clair  A.  Mulholland,  colonel  One  hundred  and  six- 
teenth Pennsylvania,  describes  Incident  and  asks  medal. 

Certificate  Capt.  G.  T.  Stevens,  Fifth  Maine  Battery,  February,  1888. 

Newspaper  clipping  of  1886  shows  this  man  bears  48  wounds. 

February  6,  1888,  Secretary  of  War  hands  this  man  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  February  7,  1888. 

1569.  Chase,  John  F.,  Fifth  Maine  Battery. 

Case  No.  1535  (S32147).  ChancellorsvlUe,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Was  one  of 
partj-  of  four  who  voluntarily  brought  Into  Union  lines,  under  fire,  a  wounded 
Confederate  officer,  from  whom  was  obtained  valuable  information  concerning 
enemy. 

May  25,  1892,  Senator  Sherman  forwards  application  of  this  man  for  medal. 

May  26,  1892,  testimony  eyewitness  requested. 

Statement  Capt.  McConnell,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio,  June  1,  1892. 

Statement  Col.  E.  Powell,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio. 

June  13,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  medal  and  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  June  24,  1892. 

1535.  Seaman,  Ellsha  B.,  Company  A,  Sixty-sixth  Oliio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1475  (338873).  ChancellorsvlUe,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Same  as  1535, 
above. 

July  12,  1892,  this  man  asks  for  medal  on  the  ground  that  Seaman  (1535) 
had  been  awarded  one  for  same  service ;  application  indorsed  by  Capt.  McCon- 
nell, July  12,  1892,  who  specifically  mentions  Incident. 

July  18,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  and  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  July  29,  1892. 

1475.  Heller,  Henry,  Company  A,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1540  (3377^7).  Chancellors\nie,  Va..  May  2,  1863.  Same  as  1535, 
above. 

June  30,  1892,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  having  the  same  claim  as  Seaman 
<1535).  to  whom  medal  was  awarded. 

July  9,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  and  Acting  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  July  16,  1892, 

1540.  Thompson,  Thomas,  Company  A,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1512  (341481).  ChancellorsvlUe,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.  Same  as  1535, 
above. 

August  1,  1892,  this  man  asks  for  medal ;  accompanied  by  statement,  August 
o.  1892.  Capt.  McConneU,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio. 

August  5,  1892,  two  letters  McConneU. 

October  18,  1892,  McConnell  requests  reconsideration,  first  application  having 
been  denied ;  Invites  attention  to  fact  that  Seaman,  Thompson,  and  Heller  had 
been  awarded  medals  for  same  service. 

September  28,  1892,  Schofielu  considers  unfavorably;  award  denied. 

November  8,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends^  In  view  of  award  to  others,  and 
November  16.  1892,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  December  15,  1892. 

1512.  Cranston,  William  W.,  Company  G,  Sixty-sixth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1555  (515980).  Winchester,  Va..  June  14,  1863.  With  one  compftnlou 
:    voluntarily   went   to   front   of  Union   line,   under  heavy   flre.   carried   back 

wounded  comrade,  saving  from  death  or  capture. 

April  6,  1898,  Lieut.  Col.  M.  M.  Granger,  One  hundred  and  twenty-second 
Ohio  Volimteers,  asks  for  medal,  inclosing  affidavits,  April  4,  1898,  First  Sergt. 
A.  W.  Bell,  Pvt.  E.  Robinson,  both  of  One  hundred  and  twenty-second  Ohio 
Volunteers. 

April  20,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  May  13,  1899. 

1555.  Patterson,  John  T.,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  twenty-second  Ohio 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1514  (432139).  Jefferson,  Va.,  October  12,  1863.  At  head  detachment 
of  company,  dashed  across  ojien  tield,  exposed  to  deadly  flre,  succeeded  In 
dislodging  enemy  from  house,  which  he  and  comrade  defended  for  several 
hours,  preventing  enemy  from  flanking  Union  lines. 
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October  22,  1895.  Col.  M.  Kerwln,  Thirteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  recom- 
mends medal  and  describes  Incident. 

January  6,  1897,  Col.  Kerwin  certifies  as  to  act  belnj?  voluntary;  eyeuitnws; 
man  ^;^orthy  recognition. 

January  18,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awarrts. 

One  medal  issued  January  23,  1897. 

1514.  Dougherty,  Michael,  Company  B,  Thirteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1513    (350613).     Chancellorsville,   Va.,   May  2,  1863.     Fought  guM 

until  enemy  upon  him;  with  one  gun,  hauled  by  hand,  formed  rear  guard, 

kept  enemy  at  bay  by  rapidity  of  fire ;  la.st  man  in  retreat. 

November  18,  1892,  A.  C.  Hamlin,  late  colonel  and  medical  inspector,  historian 
Eleventh  Army  C^rps,  emails  attention  to  this  man  and  asks  for  meilal. 

Gen.  Schurz  in  report,  1863,  specifically  mentions  this  man ;  incident  under 
person  observation,  volume  25,  Part  I,  page  647. 

December  7,  1892,  Schofleld  desires  statement  if  under  personal  observation. 

On  additional  evidence  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  17,  1893. 

1513.  Dilger,  Hubert.  Battery  I,  Ohio  Light  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1742  (354227).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  3,  1864.    Woundeil,  voluntarily 

left  rifle  pits,  crept  out  between  the  lines,  expose<l  to  severe  fire  of  enemy, 

close  range ;  brought  within  lines  two  wounde<l  and  helpless  comrades. 

December  20,  1892,  Capt.  Hfnr>*  Parsons  requests  medal  for  this  man;  de- 
scribes Incident;  indorsed  by  (^ol.  Guyon,  One  hundred  and  forty -eighth  New 
York. 

Denied  August  12,  1893,  by  Secretary  Grant ;  **  was  not  con.splcuous  gnltantry 
in  action." 

Statement  Col.  Henry  Parsons  December.  1897 ;  statement  Col,  Guyon  Decem- 
ber 15,  1897. 

March  22,  1898,  on  additional  evidence  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 

1742.  Tinkham,  Eugene  M.,  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  forty-eighth  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1741  (450023).  Dallas,  Ga.,  May  28,  1864.  While  bringing  In 
wounded  comrade,  under  destructive  fire,  himself  wounded  in  right  leg;  am- 
putated same  day. 

May  8,  1896,  Lieut  Col.  Glmber,  One  hundred  and  ninth  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teers, requests  medal;  described  incident. 

July  5,  1896,  second  statement  of  Lieut.  Col.  Gimber. 

Affidavit  July  1,  1886,  B.  D.  Farren. 

August  15,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  August  29,  1896. 

1741.  Storey,  John  H.  R.,  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  ninth  Pennsylvanii 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1826  (496571).    Laurel  Hill,  Va.,  May  8,  1864.    Rode  to  head  assault- 
ing column,  then  much  broken  by  severe  losses,  placed  himself  In  conspicuous 
position  front  of  troops,  rallied  them,  led  within  few  feet  enemy's  works, 
wounded,  captured. 
October  12,  1897,  Comrade  F.  Brackett,  Treasury  Department,  submits  afli- 

davits  of  Gen.  R.  N.  Bowerman,  Capt.  Peter  Grace,  Eighty-third  Pennsylvanii 

Volunteers;  Capt  W.  D.  Morrison,  Seventh  Maryland  Volunteers. 

Page  602,  volume  35,  Part  I,  Rebellion  Records,  mentions  wounding  of  this 

man. 
Supplemental  report  November  26.  1897,  :Maj.  Rlttenhouse  submits  affldnrlta, 

October,  1897.  of  Surg.  R.  K.  Robinson.  Lieut.  Col.  C^ostin,  Cbnffederate  States 

Army,  Capt.  B.  F.  Anderson. 
Contemporaneous  report,  April  13,  1866,  Gen.  J.  P.  Robinson,  letter  asking 

brevet  for  this  man ;  favorably  indorsed  by  Gen.  Warren,  April  14, 1866. 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  80,  1898. 
1826.  Phelps,  Charles  E.,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1748  (492860).  St.  Mary\s  Church,  Va.,  June  24,  1864.  Division 
hard  presse<l  and  falling  back ;  dismounted,  gave  his  horse  to  wounded  offi- 
cer, enabled  him  to  escape;  afterwards,  on  foot,  rallied  and  took  command 
of  some  stragglers  and  helped  to  repel  enemy. 
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Aujnist  22,  1898,  Gen.  D.  M.  McOrejrg  submits  evidence  and  applies  for  medal 
for  this  man. 

Recommended  by  Col.  Taylor,  First  Pennsylvania,  December  14,  1897. 

I^etter,  C.  H.  Smith,  colonel,  dated  April  17,  1898,  recommends  medal. 

Records  Second  Division  Cavalry  Corps  gives  account  of  engagement  and 
losses. 

April  19,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  18,  1899. 

1748.  Weir,  Henry  C,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1745  (394454).    Buzzards  Roost,  La..  May  11,  1864.    Risked  life  saving 

wounded  comrade. 

July  29,  1894,  David  A.  Roe,  sergeant.  Fifty-second  Ohio  Volunteers,  requests 
medal,  by  affidavit,  for  this  man. 

John  Baldwin,  comrade,  makes  affidavit  July,  1894. 

Newton  Bos^\4ck,  Fifty-second  Ohio,  makes  affidavit  July,  1894. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  this  man  (Robinson,  who  was  rescued),  died 
June  17,  1864,  of  wounds  received  in  action  referred  to. 

August  7,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  14,  1894. 
1745.  Treat,  Howell  B.,  Company  I  Fifty-second  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1743  (387234).    Ezra  Chapel,  Ga.,  July  28,  1864.    At  great  hazard  of 

his  life,  saveil  commanding  officer,  then  badly  wounded,  from  capture. 

April  16,  1894,  Maj.  Charles  Hipp  asks  medal  for  this  man,  Inclosing  state- 
ment of  Lieut.  Lambert,  company  commander. 

Official  report  regimental  commander;  statement  Brigade  Commander  U.  S. 
Tones,  April  13,  1894. 

May  4,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  awards  medal  on  Gen.  Sherman's  hearty 
approval,  April  19,  1894. 

One  medal  issued  May  10,  1894. 
1743.  Torgler,  Ernst,  Company  G,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1744  (496721).  Spottsylvanla,  Va.,  May  12.  1864;  Petersburg,  Va., 
April  2,  1865.  At  risk  of  own  life,  assisted  In  carrying  to  place  of  safety 
wounded  offii^r.  Advanced  with  pioneers,  under  heavy  fire;  assisted  in  re- 
moving two  lines  chevaux-de-frlse ;  twice  wounded;  advanced  to  third  line 
where  again  severely  wounded,  losing  leg. 

October  22,  1897,  Congressman  Barrett  requests  medal  for  this  man  and 
submits  affidavit,  September  25,  1897,  of  Brig.  Gen.  Oliver  Edwards. 
October  4,  1897,  affidavit  Lieut.  Albert  C.  Sparks,  who  was  carried  off  field. 
Secretary  Alger,  November  2,  1897,  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  November  19,  1897. 

1744.  Tracy,  Charles  H.,  Company  A,  Thirty-seventh  Massachusetts  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

Case  No.  1771  (365207).    Atlanta,  Ga.,  August  3,  1864.    Led  charge  skirmishers 

against  enemy's  rifle  pits;  stubbornly  resisted  attacks  to  take  worka 

April  20,  1893,  Col.  O.  D.  Hurd  applies  for  medal  for  this  man,  describing 
incident. 

Contemporaneous  record  (General  Order  20,  August  4,  1864,  Third  brigade, 
first  division.  Fourth  Artillery  Corps,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

Afljt.  Gen.  Whipple,  chief  of  staff,  Army  of  the  Cumberland,  states  he  led 
successful  charge  under  personal  observation  Gen.  Stanley,  for  which  he  was 
complimented. 

Asst.  Adjt.  Gen.  Vincent  recommends  medal  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  War 
having  personally  considered  case;  awards  May  13,  1893. 

One  medal  issued  May  22,  1893. 

1771.  Lawton,  Henry  W.,  Thirtieth  Indiana  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1731  (508021).    Resaca,  Ga.,  May  14,  1864.    Voluntarily  returned  in 

face  severe  fire,  rescued  wounded  comrade  left  behind  when  regiment  fell 

back. 

February  2,  1898,  Congressman  Baker  submits  application  Capt.  Gray,  One 
hundred  and  eleventh  Illinois,  for  medal  for  this  man,  describing  incident. 

March  28.  1898,  evidence  considered  Insufficient. 

Aifidavit  May  2,  1898,  Surg.  Raney,  One  hundred  and  eleventh  Illinois,  eye 
witness. 
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January,  1899,  statement  Capt.  Gray,  One  hundred  and  eleventh  Illinois. 
On  additional  evidence  April  20,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards. 
One  medal  issued  May  13,  1899. 

1731.  Newman.  Marcellus  J.,  Company  B,  One  hundred  and  eleventh  Illinois 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1759  (362176).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.    RalUed  and  led  Into 

action  a  portion  of  troops  who  had  given  way  under  fierce  assaults  of  enemy. 

March  24,  1893,  Gen.  Batchelder  applies  for  medal  for  this  man;  cites  ex- 
tracts from  battle  reports  where  gallantry  and  distinguished  services  in  action 
are  mentioned. 

Two  reports  of  Gen.  Htincock,  1863. 

Gen.  Warren,  October,  1863. 

Report  Gen.  Hancock,  Wilderness  campaign  specifically  mentions  tills  man. 

Commendatory  report  Gen.  A.  A.  Humphreys  March  27,  1865. 

August  22,  1^,  medal  awarded  and  api^icant  is  to  select  some  one  of  the 
engagements  specified  particularly. 

August  23,  1893,  indorsement  Gen.  Batchelder  recommending  Wilderness. 

August  25,  1893,  Grant  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry  at  Wilderness. 

One  medal  issued  August  31,  1893. 

1759.  Bingham,  Henry  H.,  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  fortieth  Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1774  (9750).  Trevilian  Station,  Va.,  June  11,  1864.  Handled  regi- 
ment with  great  skill  and  valor;  severely  wounded. 

June  1,  1893,  this  man  cites  record  and  submits  papers. 

October  25,  1864,  Gen.  Sheridan  reconunends  this  man  for  brevet,  specifically 
mentions  gallantry;  did  not  receive  brevet 

June  6,  1893,  Gen.  Merritt  indorses,  recommending  medaL 

August  12,  1893,  Grant  states  medals  are  issued  for  conspicuous  gallantry  in 
some  particular  action,  and  full  statement  is  desired. 

September  2,  1893,  Gen.  Merritt  requests  medal  for  this  man,  describing  in- 
cident. 

September  8, 1893,  Schofleld  says,  for  reasons  made  known  to  Secretary  of  War. 
lie  has  not  acted  upon  medal  of  honor  cases  for  some  time ;  if  he  were  to  make 
a  recommendation  he  considers  this  case  abundantly  entitled  to  medal  for  dis- 
tinguished bravery  as  de8cril)ed  by  Gen.  Merritt 

September  11,  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  21,  1893. 

1774.  Rodenbough,  Theophilus  F.,  colonel.  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1747  (473191).     Staunton  River  Bridge,  Va.,  June  25.  1864.     Vdnn- 

tarily  took  part  in  charge ;  went  alone  in  front  of  his  regiment  under  heavy 

fire  and  secured  body  of  captain,  who  had  been  killed  in  action. 

March,  1897.  Capt.  Irwin  Bacon,  Eleventh  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  applies  for 
medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  statement  Maj.  S.  M.  Titus,  Eleventh  Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry,  December  13,  1896. 

December,  1897,  Lieut.  J.  S.  Weaver  statement,  eyewitness. 

August  11,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 

1747.  Ward,  Nelson  W.,  Company  M,  Eleventh  Pennsylvania  Volunte^"  Obit- 
airy. 

Case  No.  1730  (477374).    Bermuda  Hundred,  Va.,  June  17,  1864.    Voluntarily 

exposed  himself  to  heavy  fire  to  bring  off  wounded  comrade. 

April  7,  1897,  Lieut.  Col.  Campbell,  Eighty-fifth  Pennsylvania,  recommends 
medal  and   described   incident 

Statement  R.  P.  Hughes,  April  24,  1897. 

Aifidavit,  April  7,  1897,  Ed.  Campbell  and  R.  R.  Sanner  swears  to  same, 
both  eyewitnesses. 

July  21,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

1730.  Morrison,  Francis,  Company  H,  Eighty-fifth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer«L 

Case  No.  1768  (376622).    C^ld  Harbor,  Va.,  June  1,  1864.    I^ed  assaults  of  hJs 
brigade  upon  enemy's  works,  where  he  had  two  horses  shot  under  him. 
November  1,  1893,  Maj.  Hubbel,  Twenty-first  Connecticut,  requests  medal  for 

this  man  and  describes  incident 

Gen.  William  F.  Sndth  gives  earnest  indorsement 
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Extracts  Gen.  Smith's  report,  .Tune  2,  1864,  commendatory  mention. 
Gen.  Charles  Devon  specifically  mentions  this  man  for  brevet;  gallant  and 
meritorious  conduct. 
November  21,  1888,  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  December  5,  1893. 
1768.  Henry,  Guy  V.,  Fortieth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1729  (517138).     Petersburg,  Va.,  June  17,  1864.     During  assault  in 
face  heavy  fire,  heroic  assistance  to  wounded  and  helpless  officer ;  in  perform- 
ance this  act  sustained  severe  wound, 
April  11,  1898,  Col.  Newberry,  Twenty-fourth  New  York  Cavalry,  requests 

medal  for  this  man ;  describes  incident. 
December  14,  1891,  letter  applicant  to  Adjutant  General,  requesting  the  fact 

that  he  was  wounded  by  saber  cut  be  placed  on  record  (place.  Brandy  Station, 

Va. ) ;  indorsed  by  Col.  H.  C.  Weir  and  Gen.  Gregg,  who  recalled  incident 
March  13,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  29,  1899. 
1729.  Meyer,  Henry  C,  Company  D,  Twenty-fourth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1726  (406539).    Laurel  Hill,  Va.,  May  10,  1864.    Voluntarily  returned 
in  face  advancing  enemy  to  assistance  wounded  and  helpless  comrade;  car- 
ried him  at  great  peril  to  place  of  safety. 
February  2,  1895,  Congressmen  Barnes  and  Hopkins  request  award  of  medal, 

supported  by  aflldavits  of  Comrades  La  Fleur,  Fourth  Michigan,  and  John  Dean, 

January,  1895,  and  Henry  W.  Magee,  October  17,  1894. 
February  6,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  February  7,  1895. 
1726.  Luce,  Moses  A.,  Company  E,  Fourth  Michigan  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1746  (534793).  Fort  Hell,  Petersburg,  Va.,  August  29,  1864.  Went 
outside  trenches  under  heavy  fire  at  short  range  and  rescued  wounded  com- 
rade, who  was  thrown  out  of  trench  by  exploding  shell. 
In  1898  ex-Congressman  Stubbs  requests  medal  for  this  man.  Inclosing  affi- 
davit of  applicant  dated  December  6,  1898;  statement  signed  by  four  comrades 
In  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania,  October  29,  1898. 
Assistant  Secretary  requests  more  testimony. 

Hon.  Thomas  S.  Butler  makes  r^sumS  of  the  statement  signed  by  the  four 
comrades  December  17,  1898. 

Gen.  Young's  board  reviewed  case  and  recommended  medal  July  11,  1902; 
approved  by  Secretary  of  War  July  19,  and  medal  awarded. 
One  medal  issued  August  6,  1892. 

1746.  Walton,  George  W.,  Company  C,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

CSase  No.  1340  (1282332).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Though 

severely  wounded,  first  of  regiment  on  summit  of  ridge ;  planted  colors  inside 

enemy's  works ;  did  not  leave  field  until  wounded  five  times. 

September  29,  1907,  J.  F.  Noland  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  affidavits  of  Alex- 
ander, C.  N.  Burns,  and  Sotherland. 

Gen.  J.  B.  Turchin,  April  12,  1864,  specifically  mentions  this  man,  wounded 
five  times,  fell  three  times ;  first  of  regiment  on  ridge  and  planted  colors  inside 
enemy's  works. 

Mentioned  in  volume  31,  Series  I,  Part  II,  pages  516-519. 

Commanding  officer,  Lieut.  C3ol.  Street,  specifically  mentions  this  man  in  re- 
port November  30.  1863. 

Brigade  CJommander  Turchin  recommends  for  promotion  November  30,  1863. 

January  15,  1864,  company  commander,  Capt.  Morris,  specifically  mentions 
service  of  this  gallant  soldier. 

October  9,  1907^  Acting  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  1,  1907. 

1340.  Bell,  James  B.,  Company  H,  Eleventh  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1213  (344885).    Gaines  Mill,  Va.,  June  27,  1862.    Seized  colors  Eighty- 
third  Pennsylvania  Volunteers  at  critical  moment  under  galling  fire  enemy ; 
encouraged  depleted  ranks  to  renewed  exertion. 
September  12,  1892,  Edward  Hill,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  three  captains,  all 

survivors  of  the  Sixteenth  Kentucky,  request  medal  for  tills  man. 
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Extract  report  Lieut  Ck)l.  EL  S.  Campbell,  commanding  Bighty-third  Penn- 
sylvania, specifically  mentions  this  man  for  distinguished  gallantry ;  volume  45, 
Series  I,  Part  II,  page  844. 

Application  indorsed  by  Gen.  Fitz-John  Porter,  corps  commander,  September 
5,  18d2. 

Sept^nber  17, 18^,  Schofield  recommends  award  and  L.  A.  Grant  awards. 

January  3, 1893,  Secretary  of  War  makes  exception  and  directs  issue  of  dupli- 
cate medal  applied  for  by  this  man  February  2,  1888. 

One  medal  issued  September  26, 1892. 

One  duplicate  medal  issued  February  2,  1893. 

1213.  Butterfield,  Daniel,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1341  (478733).    Lenoire,  Tenn.,  November  16,  1868.     Color  bearer, 

twice  wounded,  sight  one  eye  destroyed ;  held  to  colors  unUl  ordered  to  rear 

by  regimental  commander. 

May  6,  1897,  Senator  Burrows  requests  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  state- 
ment. May  1,  1897,  of  Alfred  Milnes,  private.  Seventeenth  Michigan  Volunteers, 
and  letter  of  Brig.  Gen.  F.  W.  Swift,  May  3, 1897. 

Lieut.  Col.  Comstock,  commanding  Seventeenth  Michigan  VolunteCTS.  reportn 
engagement  November,  1863,  and  specifically  mentions  this  man  as  "  bravest  of 
the  men;  held  to  the  colors  after  being  severely  wounded  until  ordered  to 
retire."    Volume  31,  Part  I,  page  368. 

Secretary  Alger,  July  13,  1897,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  20, 1897. 

1341.  Brandle,  Joseph  B.,  Company  C,  Seventeenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1345  (497583).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    This 

soldier,  while  regiment  falling  back,  seeing  two  color  bearers  shot  down, 

under  severe  fire,  recovered  both  fla^  and  saved  them  from  capture. 

October  30,  1897,  First  Sergt.  David  A.  Mulvane  asks  medal  for  tl^is  man; 
incloses  his  afladavit  August,  1897,  describing  incident ;  also  aflSdavlt  MaJ.  David 
Skeeles,  February  9,  1889. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  no  mention  of  incident  referred  to. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  30,  1898. 

1345.  Davis,  Freeman,  Eightieth  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1585  (376583).    Wilderness,  Va,  May  5,  1864.    Though  suffering  from 

open  wound,  carried  regimental  colors  until  again  wounded. 

April  14,  1893,  this  man  applies  by  letter  for  medal,  describing  incident 

December  2,  1893,  J.  H.  Stein  also  asks  for  medal  In  letter  dated  November  3, 
1893,  Inclosing  aftidavit  of  Nathaniel  Ylugllng,  Nlnetenth  Indiana,  and  affidavit 
A.  J.  Wood,  Nineteenth  Indiana. 

Nothing  in  Adjutant  GeneraPs  records  concerning  Incident  mentioned. 

November  22,  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  December  4,  1893. 

1585.  Buckles,  Abraham  J.,  Company  E,  Nineteenth  Indiana  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1594  (407117).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  5,  1864.    Went  out  in  front  of 

line  under  fierce  fire,  and  In  face  rapidly  advancing  enemy  rescued  regi- 
mental flag  with  which  color  bearer  had  fallen. 

Congressman  Fielder,  February  8,  1895,  asks  medal  for  this  man,  accom- 
panied by  statement  Lieut.  John  T.  Cunning,  December  14,  1894. 

Letter  Sergt.  Edw.  Prince,  Januar}%  1895. 

Letter  Capt.  Dockstader,  Sixty-second  New  York,  September,  1870. 

Newspaper  clipping,  August,  1893. 

Letter  Sergt.  Ed.  Brown,  January,  1895. 

Adjutant  General's  record,  February  11,  1895. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  February,  1895. 

One  medal  issued  February  25,  1895. 

1594.  Evans,  James  R.,  Company  H,  Sixty-second  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1809  (388414).  North  Anna  River,  Va.,  May  23,  1864.  Volunteered 
for  dangerous  service  and  single  handed  captured  13  armed  Confederate  sol- 
diers and  marched  them  to  the  rear. 

Second  Lieut.  H.  H.  Miller,  May  3,  1894,  requests  medal  for  this  man  in  affi- 
davit. 

Two  aflldavlts  of  applicant  and  statement,  April  18,  1894. 
Statement  of  Miller,  April  6,  1894. 
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May  25,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  13,  1894. 

1800.  Kirk,  Jonathan  C,  Company  F,  Twentieth  Indiana  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1812  (328034).    Crumps  Creek,  Ya.,  May  27,  1864.    With  smaU  force 

on  reconnoissance  drove  off  strong  body  enemy ;  charged  into  another  force 

enemy's  cavalry,  stampeded  them,  taking  27  prisoners. 

April,  1892,  Congressman  Curtis  Incloses  statement,  dated  April  20,  1892,  of 
Col.  G.  S.  Nichols,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Statement  Capt  N.  Cheney,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

On  muster  roll  May  and  June,  1864,  notation  made  of  gallant  charge  of  com- 
pany at  Hanover  Ferry. 

May  4,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  award,  and  Acting  Secretary  having  per- 
sonally considered  this  case  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  13,  1892.  * 

1812.  Putnam,  Edgar  P.,  Ninth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1797  (54429).    TreviUans  Station,  Va..  June  11,  1864.    Voluntartly 

led  charge,  in  y^hich  severely  wounded. 

July  29, 1889,  this  man  requests  Information  in  regard  to  recommendation  for 
medal  by  W.  H.  Avery. 

June  21,  1864,  H.  B.  Davis,  brigadier  general  commanding,  commendatory 
statement ;  Brig.  Gen.  D.  M.  McGregg,  division  commander. 

Maj.  Gen.  Sheridan  commendatory  statement. 

January  12,  1870,  Col.  W.  H.  Avery,  Tenth  New  York  Cavalry,  recommends 
medal. 

November  8, 1889,  Schofield  recommends  medal,  especially  in  action  at  Trevil- 
ians  Station,  Va. 

Redfleld  Proctor,  Secretary  of  War,  awards  November  18,  1889. 

One  medal  Issued  November  22,  1889. 

1797.  Preston,  Noble  D.,  Tenth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1.591  (348758).    Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  June  23,  1864.    Saved  colors  of 

retrlnient  when  surrounded  by  much  larger  force  of  enemy  and  after  greater 

part  of  regiment  had  been  killed  or  captured. 

October  26,  1892,  Capt.  D.  D.  Wheeler  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Company's  application,  signed  by  Capt  C.  G.  Fisher,  Fourth  Vermont,  granted 
furlough  of  25  days  as  a  reward  for  soldierly  conduct.    Gen.  Parke. 

Gen.  G.  P.  Foster  states  specially  distinguished  in  saving  colors  of  regiment. 
June  23,  Weldon  Railroad. 

November  27,  1892,  Schofield  finds  record  satisfactory  evidence. 

Indorsement  January  7,  1893,  Grant,  Assistant  Secretary,  who  has  personal 
knowledge  of  circumstances  and  incident ;  regards  act  conspicuous  and  gallant. 

Secretary  of  War  awards,  January  18,  1893. 

One  medal  issued  January  18,  1893. 

1591.  Drury,  Jam'es,  Company  C,  Fourth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1593  (269908).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.    During  a  rout,  and 

while  under  orders  to  retreat,  seized  colors,  rallied  men,  drove  enemy  back. 

This  man,  January  6,  1891,  asks  for  medal. 

Statement  Corpl.  James  Lowe,  Charles  F.  Hopkins,  and  Sergt.  Topham,  Janu- 
ary, 1891. 

February  3,  1891,  Schofield  states  that  this  man's  claim  is  fully  merited,  and 
Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  February  13,  1891. 

1593.  English,  Edmund,  Second  New  Jersey  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1400  (377648).    Fredertcksburg,  Va..  May  3,  1863.    Carried  colors  to 

top  of  heights  and  almost  to  muzzle  enemy's  guns. 

Adjt.  Gen.  T.  S.  Peck,  Vermont,  November  25,  1893,  asks  medal  for  this 
man,  inclosing  Col.  Walbridge's,  Second  Vermont,  letter  describing  incideit. 

Mentioned  specifically  in  list  April  20,  1865,  Gen.  Geddy. 

December  5,  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  December  13,  1893. 

1400.  Harrington,  Ephralm  W.,  Second  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1794   (391013).     Near  Petersburg,  Va.,  June  18,  1864.     Voluntarily 
exposed  himself  to  fire  of  Union  brigade  to  stop  their  firing  on  Union  skir- 
.  mish  line. 
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June  9,  1894,  Rejcimental  Historian  J.  L.  Bowen,  Thirty-seventh  Massachu- 
setts, applies  for  metlal  for  thl«  man;  cites  extract  of  liis  history  mentioning 
this  man. 

Affidavits  of  two  comrades,  Wheelock  and  Coolc,  both  Company  E,  Thirty- 
seventh  Massachusetts. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  August  11,  1894,  awards  for  distinguished  gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  August  16,  1894. 

1794.  JLeonard,  Edwin,  Company  I,  Thirty-seventh  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.   1220   (393145).     Antietam,   Md..   September  17,   1862.      Voluntarily 

took  and  carried  colors  into  action  after  color  bearer  had  been  shot. 

Congressman  Sherman  applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Letter  E.  F.  Wetmore,  September  18,  1893,  inclosing  resolution. 

Affidavit  Capt  E.  R.  P.  Shurley  describes  incident. 

Extract  report  R.  R.,  pages  263-264,  Series  I,  volume  19,  Part  I. 

Affidavit  E.  F.  Wetmore,  major.  Twenty-sixth  New  York,  May  2,  1S95. 

July  19,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  considers  case  of  great  merit,  but  requires 
further  evidence.  / 

^une  4,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  June  12,  1895. 

1220.  Cleveland,  Charles  F.,  Company  C,  Twenty-sixth  New  York  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1232   (461176).     Perry ville,  Ky.,  October  8,  1862.     Seized  flag  regi- 
ment when  color  sergeant  shot;  advanced  with  flag  midway  between  lines 
amid  shower  of  shot  until  stopped  by  commanding  officer. 
October  27,  1896,  this  man  requests  medal,  inclosing  letter  of  Gen.  Stark- 
weather, dated  June  23,  1888;  two  letters  of  Lieut.  Wise,  July  6,  1891,  and 
July  8,  1896. 

Joint  affida^it,  dated  May  27,  1896,  of  five  comrades.  First  Wisconsin  Vol- 
unteers. 
Records  show  these  men  were  present  with  command. 
Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards,  November  14,  1896. 
One  medal  issued  November  20,  1896. 
1232.  Durham,  John  S.,  Company  F,  First  Wisconsin  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1338  (530247).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    Regiment  falling  back, 

this  soldier,  bearing  national  colors,  returned  in  face  of  enemy's  Are,  pulled 

refjlmontal  flag  from  under  body  of  bearer,  saved  flag  from  capture,  brought 

both  colors  off  field. 

Senator  Lodge,  October  10,  1898,  applies  for  me<lal  for  this  man;  incloses 
letter  of  Capt.  L.  E.  Jenkins,  First  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Petition,  March  17,  1898,  surviving  members  First  Massachusetts  Infantry  for 
medal  for  this  man. 

This  petition  is  signed  by  Lieut.  Drury,  Sergt.  Murphy,  and  nine  other  com- 
rades, eyewitnesses. 

No  special  mention  found  In  records  of  Adjutant  General's  Office. 

Petitioners  all  present  at  engagement  mentioned. 

March  11,  1899,  Assistant  Secretarj'  Meiklejohn  awards. 

One  meilal  issued  March  29,  1899. 

1338.  Allen,  Nathaniel  M.,  Company  B,  First  Mas.sachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1226  (389238).    Cedar  Mountain,  Va.,  August  9,  1892.     Seized  fallen 

flag  regiment,  bearer  kille«l,  carried  it  forward,  faced  severe  fire,  shot  do\\'B, 

permanently  disabled,  kept  flag  flying. 

August  30,  1897,  this  man  applied  for  medal ;  statement  July  19,  1897,  Lieut 
W.  Burns,  Fifth  Connecticut  Infantry,  describes  incident. 

January  5,  1867,  MaJ.  Gen.  T.  J.  Wood  speciflcally  mentions  this  man  and  the 
incident  requesting  two  brevets. 

Newspaper  cHpiing,  December  1,  1890,  "Connecticut's  tribute,  also  Hartfon^ 
Times." 

Ni'wspaper  description  of  Battle  Cedar  Mountain,  Va.,  mentions  this  man. 

History  of  Fifth  Ccmnecticut  Volunteers  mentions  this  man  specifically. 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  P.  Relly,  October  23,  1803,  specifically  mentions  this  man. 

August  12,  1807,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 

1226.  Corliss,  George  W.,  Fifth  Connecticut  Volunteers. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


QE27EBAL  STAPF  COBPS  AND  MEDATJ^  OF  HONOB.  357 

Case  No.  1795  (398011).    Lynchburg,  Va.,  June  18, 1864,    Voluntarily  led  charge 

on  Confederate  battery  (officers  of  company  being  disabled)  and  compelled  its 

hasty  removal. 

September  20,  1894,  George  B.  Gardner  requests  medal  for  this  man ;  incloses 
affidavit,  September,  1894,  of  Solomon  Uhl. 

Gen.  Mc(>)ok  affidavit,  August  14,  1894,  substantially  same  as  above. 

Affidavit  of  William  Wilson,  same. 

Nt)veraber  27,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  for  most  distinguished 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  December  27,  1894. 

1795.  Mostoller,  John  W.,  Company  B,  Fifty-fourth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers* 

Case  No.  1405  (493068).  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1-3,  1863.  Gallant  and  coura- 
geous conduct  as  color  bearer.  Carried  colors  of  regiment  through  13  engage- 
ments. 

January  28,  1866,  this  man  asks  for  medal,  cites  Incident;  incloses  extracts 
of  report  of  Gen.  Ward,  brigade  cortimander,  who  specifically  mentions  for 
suitable  reward  which  Is  given  gallant  soldiers. 

Maj.  Gen.  W.  Moore,  Ninety -ninth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  specifically  men- 
tions this  man. 

Newspaper  clipping,  February  25,  1864,  Philadelphia  Bulletin,  describing  flag 
presentation  to  this  man. 

One  medal  Issued  February  5,  1866. 

1405.  Munsell,  Harvey  M.,  Company  C,  Ninety-ninth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1255  (^37377).     Lee's  Mills,  Va.,  April  16,  1862.    Rescued  the  colors 

of  his  regiment  under  heavy  fire,  color  bearer  having  been  shot  while  troops 

wore  in  retreat. 

June  28,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general,  Vermont,  requests  medal  for  this 
man;  cites  Col.  Lord's  (Sixth  Regiment  commanding)  report,  April  17,  1862, 
and  Gentrul  Orders  36,  Second  Brigade,  Smith's  division.  Gen.  W.  T.  Brooks 
specifically  mentions  Incident. 

July  1,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  award  "worthy  gratitude  of  regiment, 
but  was  not.  In  niy  judgment,  one  of  those  most  distinguished  acts  for  which 
medals  are  awarded." 

July  2,  1892,  Secretary  of  War,  having  personally  considered  case,  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  July  9,  1892. 

1255.  Holton,  Edward  A.,  Company  F,  Sixth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1782  (94108).     Honey  Hill,  S.  C,  November  30,  1864.     After  several 

unsuccessful  efforts  to  save  three  pieces  abandoned  artillery,  this  man  led 

small  force  100  yards  in  advance  of  Union  lines  and  brought  In  the  guns, 

preventing  their  capture. 

Official  report,  November,  1864,  Col.  H.  L.  Chlpman,  One  hundred  and  second 
Fnlted  States  Colored  Troops,  specifically  mentions. 

Maj.  Clark,  commendatory  report,  April,  1865. 

Januarj'  17,  1887,  Capt.  Bennett,  One  hundred  and  second  United  States 
Colore<l  Troops,  requests  me<ial  for  this  man. 

December  26,  1889,  this  man  api)lies  for  second  medal;  cites  extracts  from 
official  reports,  contemporaneous. 

Second  medal  denied,  as  not  being  most  distinguished,  as  describe  1  in  ex- 
tract of  Maj.  Clark's  report. 

One  medal  issued  March  9,  1887. 

1782.  Bennett,  Orson  W.,  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  second  United  States 
Colored  Troops. 

'^ase  No.  12r2  (514907).  Glendale.  Va.,  June  30,  1862.  This  soldier,  a  drum- 
mer boy,  took  gun  of  sick  comrade,  went  into  fight ;  color  bearers  shot  down, 
carried  colors,  saved  them  from  capture. 

February  28,  18ai,  Tol.  J.  C  Briscoe.  One  hundred  and  ninety-ninth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers,  recommends  this  man  for  award  on  account  of  gallantry. 
Maj.  Gen.  T.  W.  Kagan,  February  28,  1865,  concurs. 
C  A.  Dana  says  "  to  have  medal." 
March  1,  1805,  chief  clerk  orders  engraving  thereof. 
One  aie<lal  issued  March  1,  1865. 
1272.  I-evy,  Benjamin,  Company  E,  Fortieth  New  York  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1824  (525112).    Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.    While  color  bearer 

rallied  retreating  troops,  induced  them  to  check  enemy's  advance. 

Affidavit  of  this  man,  April  18,  1870,  applies  for  medal;  incloses  letter 
Maj.  S.  B.  Spooner,  Forty-sixth  Massachusetts,  commendatory,  dated  May 
17,  1863. 

Certificate  Lieut  Amerron,  Forty-sixth  Massachusetts,  April  11,  1870. 

letter  Brig.  Gen.  W.  F.  Bartlett,  Forty-sixth  ^lassachusetts,  April  10,  1870. 

One  medal  Issued  April  30,  1870. 

1824.  Karpeles,  Leopold,  Company  E,  Fifty-seventh  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Oase  No.  1402  (308400).  Lookout  Mountain,  Tenn.,  November  24,  1863.  Case 
No.  1589  (308400).  Peach  Tree  Creek,  Ga.,  July  20,  1864.  1402  waved 
colors  to  save  lives  men  being  fired  upon  by  own  batteries,  thereby  drew 
upon  himself  concentrated  fire  enemy.  15^  severely  wounded  and  am- 
bushed by  enemy ;  stripped  colors  from  staff,  brought  them  back  into  line. 
December  9,  1891,  Gen  Barnum  requests  medal  for  these  two  men. 
Resolutions  August  18,  1891,  survivors  One  hundred  and  forty-ninth  New 

York  Voluntt^ers  describe  Incident. 
December  16,  1891,  Scofield  recommends  and  Acting  Secretary  of  War  pe^ 

sonally  considered  cases  and  awarded. 
Two  medals  issued  January  12,  1892. 

1402.  Kigglns,  John,  One  hundred  and  forty-ninth  New  York  Volimteers. 
1589.  Crosier,  W.  H.  H.,  One  hundred  and  forty-ninth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.   1339    (492390).     Missionary   Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,   1863.    As 

color  bearer,  led  regiment  in  assault,  wounded,  carried  flag  to  enemy's  works, 

again  wounded.     In  brigade  of  eight  regiments  this  was  first  flag  planted 

on  parapet 

September  4,  1897,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  submitting  affidavits. 

Reports  made  by  Maj.  White  and  Oapt.  B.  F.  Haglcr ;  pages  215-216,  series 
I,  volume  31,  Part  II,  R.  R.,  this  man  Ls  specially  mentioned,  describing  in- 
cident 

Secretary  Alger,  September  21,  1897,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  28,  1897. 

1339.  Banks,  George  L.,  Company  C,  Fifteeth  Indiana  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1397  (345184).     Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.     Seized  colors  of 

his  regiment  and  gallantly  rallied  men  under  severe  fire. 

Letter,  September  24,  1892,  J.  H.  Moffltt,  ex-Congressman,  eye  witness,  asks 
medal  for  this  man. 

Gen.  Alnsworth,  October,  1892,  submits  papers  as  basis  of  award. 

Specifically  mentioned  In  report  Col.  J.  J.  Seaver,  May  9,  1863,  page  587, 
series  I,  volume  25,  Part  I,  R.  R. 

September  27, 1892,  Schofield  recommends  medal  and  Acting  Secretary  having 
personally  considered  case  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  October  10,  1892. 

1397.  Gllmore,  John  C,  Sixteenth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1403  (230237).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  23,  1863.    Seized 

colors  of  regiment  at  critical  moment,  planted  them  on  captured  works  oo 

crest  of  Missionary  Ridge. 

Maj.  Baumbach,  Twenty-fourth  Wisconsin,  submits  statement  dated  June 
7   1890. 

Affidavits,  J.  E.  Armltage,  May,  1890;  Capt  E.  B.  Parsons,  Twentj-fourtlih 
Wisconsin;  L.  Allaison,  lieutenant,  April,  1890,  ask  medal  for  this  man. 

Schofield,  June  21,  1890,  states  this  case  Is  "conspicuously  merited"  and 
Grant  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  June  30,  1890. 

1403.  MacArthur,  Arthur,  jr..  Twenty-fourth  Wisconsin  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1223  (491074).    BuU  Run,  Va.,  August  80,  1862.    Flag  of  regiment 

abandoned  in  retreat,  returned  with  one  companion,  under  heavy  fire  secured 

and  brought  flag,  companion  killed. 

August  21,  1897,  Congressman  Loudenslager  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Letter  applicant  June  18,  1897,  describes  Incident;  Indorsed  and  sworn  to 
by  three  comrades  August  7,  1897 ;  newspaper  clipping,  no  date,  describes  in- 
cident ;  June  19,  1897,  affidavit  John  J.  Olden. 

August  31,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
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One  medal  issued  September  17,  1807. 

1228.  Conner,  Richard,  Oompany  F,  Sixth  New  Jersey  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1590  (517565).     Petersburg,  Va.,  July  30,  1864.     Planted  colors  on 

Confederate  works  In  advance  of  regiment;  when  regiment  driven  back  to 

Union  works,  carried  colors  there  and  bravely  rallied  men. 

Col.  O.  P.  Stevens,  Thirty-ninth  United  States  Colored  Troops,  October  16, 
1865,  recommends  for  brevet  and  describes  incid^t. 

Gen.  Ruger  disapproves,  as  commissioned  officers  of  colored  troops  are  white ; 
enlisted  men  should  not  be  breyetted  to  grade  of  commissioned  officers. 

Cren.  Meade,  October  31, 1865,  recommends  medal ;  states  enlisted  men  of  white 
troops  have  been  brevetted  and  this  militates  against  colored  soldiers  being 
rewarded.  Conspicuous  incident  and  recommends  as,  under  existing  practice 
brevet  can  not  be  conferred,  medal  recommended. 

Secretary  of  War  concurs  and  awards  as  recommended. 

One  medal  Issued  November  8,  1865. 

1590.  Dorsey,  Decatur,  Company  B,  Thirty-ninth  United  States  Colored 
Troops. 

Case  No.  1281  (268082).    Gaines  Mill,  Va.,  June  27,  1862.    Voluntarily  took  up 

regimental  colors  after  several  color  bearers  shot,  carried  them  until  woimded. 

H.  D.  Stevens,  editor,  January  13,  1891,  asks  for  medal  for  this  man;  mem- 
tions  incident. 

Applicant  is  a  Congressman. 

Letter  February  10,  1891,  L.  Donaldson,  submits  history  of  Clinton  and 
Franklin  Counties,  N.  Y.,  sworn  to  as  copy  from  this  history,  giving  notes 
on  muster  roll  Sixteenth  Regiment  list  of  casualties ;  mentions  incident 

February  25,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  3, 1891. 

1281.  Moffitt,  John  H.,  Company  C,  Sixteenth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1401  (478299).  Marye's  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1868.  With  one  com- 
panion advanced  beyond  regiment,  which  had  been  broken  in  assault,  halted 
beneath  crest.  Following  example  of  these  two  men,  colors  brought  to  sum- 
mit, regiment  advanced,  position  held. 

Congressman  Simpson,  May  3,  1895,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 
Affidavit  B.  Manley,  Seventh  Massachusetts,  April,  1897. 
Two  statements  of  applicant 

April  27, 1897,  Purcell,  Seventh  Massachusetts,  affidavit 
Secretary  Alger,  August  4, 1897,  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  10, 1897. 
1401.  Holehouse,  James,  Company  B,  Seventh  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1587  (7065D88).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  8,  1864.    Two  color  bearers 

having  been  shot,  this  man  rushed  forward,  under  heavy  fire,  after  removing 

body  of  bearer  from  flag,  secured  same  and  returned  with  it  to  Union  lines. 

This  man,  in  affidavit.  May  16,  1888,  requests  medal;  James  Tucker,  July 
5f  1888,  indorses  same. 

Comrade  W.  O.  Wilder,  July  30, 1888,  affidavit. 

Certificate  Col.  Josiah  Pickett,  Twenty-fifth  Massachusetts,  July  15, 1888. 

August  28,  1888,  Schofield  recommends  award;  approved  by  Secretary  and 
awarded. 

One  medal  issued  September  14, 1888. 

1587.  Casey,  David,  Company  0,  Twenty-fifth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1342  (835B  EB80).    Fredericksburg  and  Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  8,  4, 

1863.    Severely  wounded  while  carrying  colors,  continued  at  post,  under  fire, 

imtll  ordered  to  rear. 
,    January  17,  1880,  Capt.  R.  M.  Davles,  Sixty-second  New  York  Volunteerai, 
requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Mentioned  in  letter  Third  Brigade,  Third  Division,  Sixth  Artillery  Corps, 
May  27,  1863,  for  conspicuous  gallantry  worthy  of  especial  notice,  and  recom- 
mended for  medal. 

Charge  of  desertion  removed  October  14,  1880 ;  question  "  Shall  medal  of 
honor  requested  be  now  granted?  "    Signed  Secretary  D. 

November  24, 1880,  it  is  noted  that  this  man  Is  awarded  a  medal  for  gallantry. 

One  medal  Issued  November  24, 1880. 

1342.  Brown,  Edward,  jr..  Company  G,  Sixty-second  New  York  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  U63   (500212).     Vicksburg,  Miss..  May  22,  1863.     Tbls  man,  color 

bearer,  pressed  forward  in  the  assault  and  planted  his  flag  on  parapet  of 

enemy's  works ;  regiment  having  fallen  back,  he  and  colors  were  captaied. 

Affidavit  Charles  I.  Evans,  November  27, 1897. 

Report  Lieut.  Col.  S.  Parks,  Ninety-ninth  Illinois  Infantry,  incident  nien- 
tioned  page  613,  volume  24,  Part  II,  R.  R. 

Statement  of  applicant  December  28,  1897. 

Secretary  Algier  awards  March  22, 1898. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

1163.  Higgins,  Thomas  J.,  Ninety-ninth  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1793  (322002).     New  Hope  Church,  Ga.,  May  27,  1864.    Voluntarily 

exposed  himself  to  fire  of  Confederate  sharpshooter,  thus  drawing  fire  tqion 

himself  and  enabling  comrade  to  shoot  the  sharpshooter. 

February  13,  1892,  Col.  L.  S.  Willson  makes  statement  and  requests  medal 
for  this  man,  describing  Incident. 

E.  A.  Merrltt,  March  14,  1892,  recommends  medal,  describing  incident. 

Congressman  Curtis,  March  16,  1892,  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Schofield,  March  23,  1892,  states  papers  in  this  case  lack  usual  character  of 
testimony  necessary  in  such  cases;  testimony  eyewitnesses  required. 

In  view  of  certificate  of  Col.  Willson  and  his  narrative,  no  mistake  can,  I 
believe,  be  made  in  awarding  medal  as  requested.     (Schofield.) 

Assistant  Secretary,  having  personally  reviewed  case,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  6,  1892. 

1793.  Johnson,  Follett,  Company  H,  Sixtieth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1829  (399041).    Crosbys  Creek,  Tenn.,  January  14,  1864.    Captured, 

slnglehanded,  Confederate  general  during  a  charge  upon  enemy. 

October  13,  1894,  brother  applies  for  medal  for  this  man ;  Incloses  newspaper 
clipping  from  The  Blue  and  the  Gray,  not  dated. 

Gen.  W.  J.  Palmer,  February  14,  18i54,  in  general  orders  specifically  mentioDS 
this  man. 

November  1,  1894,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  considers  case  meritorious,  bat 
further  evidence  eyewitnesses  required. 

Letter  Col.  W.  J.  Palmer,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  November  9, 1894; 
certified  copy  regimental  order  dated  February  14,  1864,  in  which  is  noted  that 
1829  captured  Gen.  Lance. 

Petition  signed  by  seven  officers  of  the  regiment  April  14,  1864,  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  man  as  an  officer  in  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Copy  of  letter  of  Gen.  R.  B.  Vance,  September  3,  1887. 

November  20,  1894,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  December  3,  1894. 

1829.  Anderson,  Everett  W.,  Company  M,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1822  (361916).  Honey  Hill,  S.  C,  November  30.  1864.    While  under 

severe  fire  of  the  enemy,  which  drove  back  command,  rendered  valuable 

assistance  in  rallying  men. 

Commander  LaFayette  Post,  A.  G.  Mills,  March  17,  1893,  applies  for  medal 
for  1822,  inclosing  resolutions  recommending  medal. 

Extract  Rebellion  Records:  Maj.  Gen.  J.  G.  Foster,  Gen.  Sheridan,  MaJ. 
George  B.  Davis,  showing  gallantry  In  action ;  these  copies  verified ;  very  com- 
mendatory. 

October  10, 1893,  Grant  awards  for  conspicuous  gallantry  at  Honey  Hin,  S.  C 

One  medal  issued  August  21,  1893. 

1822.  Gouraud,  George  E.,  brevet  lieutenant  colonel.  United  States  Vol- 
unteers. 

Case  No.  1344  (411503).    Gettysburg,  Pa..  July  2,  1863.    Seized  the  colors  and 

advanced  with  them  after  the  color  bearer  had  been  shot. 

March  21,  1895,  Congressman  Tracey  forwards  application  of  Lieut  CoL 
H.  L.  Crandall,  who  recommends  this  man  for  metlal,  descrlblpg  Incident, 

Report  signed  by  Lieut.  Col.  Hyde,  commanding  One  hundred  and  twenty- 
fifth  New  York,  mentions  this  man  as  entitled  to  medal  on  account  of  distin- 
guished gallantry. 

Capt.  N.  Penfield,  August  8,  1864,  mentions  this  man  In  his  report. 

April  3,  189.^,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denies  nieilal ;  eviden(*e  Insufficient. 

Affidavits  Col.  Crandall,  Surg.  \V.  Akin,  Oupt.  L.  Churchill,  and  ct>mrades 
Sweet  and  Mulllns  submitted. 
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On  this  additional  evidence  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awanl& 
One  medal  issued  June  11, 1895. 

1344.  Clark,  Harrison,  Company  E,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fifth  New  York 
Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1791   (415991).     Alsop's  Farm.  Va.,  May  8,  1864.     Voluntarily  held 

important  position  under  fire. 

April  29.  1895,  this  man  asks  for  medal,  inclosing  affidavit, -dated  April  i6» 
1895,  Lieut.  Col.  McFarlane,  commanding  Ninety-fifth  Peaosylvania  Volun- 
teers; April  1,  1895,  Capt.  G.  P.  Wood,  Ninety-fifth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers, 
states:  "Was  detailed  on  this  duty."  Affidavit,  April  23,  1895,  Maj.  F.  J. 
Randall,  Ninety-fifth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers:  "Detailed." 

June  5,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  inquires  if  service  was  voluntary. 

Letter  Capt.  G.  P.  Wood,  August  31,  1895,  states  service  was  voluntary. 

August  31,  1895,  statement  of  applicant. 

October  18,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  24,  1895. 

1791.  Galloway,  George  N.,  Company  G,  Ninety-fifth  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1792    (458907).     Atlanta,  Ga.,  July  22,   1864.     Voluntarily  carried 

musket  in  ranks  of  regiment;   rendered  heroic  service  in  retaking  Federal 

works  which  had  been  captured  by  enemy. 

September  16,  1896,  R.  O.  Oliver,  president  Fifty-fifth  Illinois  Veterans* 
Association,  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

September  15, 1896,  affidavit  Lieut.  Jacob  Fink,  Fifty-fifth  IlUnois, 

May  19, 1896,  affidavit  J.  Keeley,  editor  Chicago  Tribune ;  extracts  newspaper, 
1864. 

October  26.  1896,  affidavit  Sergt.  T.  Schuldt,  Fifty-fifth  Illinois. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  3,  1896. 

1792.  Haney,  Milton  L.,  chaplain  Fifty-fifth  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantrv. 

Case  No.  1780  (334829).    Cedar  Creek.  Va.,  October  19,  1864.    Took  command 

of  and  led  brigade  in  as.sault  on  enemy's  works. 

June  8,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  requests  medal  for 
this  man ;  cites  contemporary  reports. 

April  15,  1865,  Adj.  Gen.  Merritt  Barber,  commendatory. 

February  23,  1865,  Gen.  H.  G.  Wright,  commendatory  Indorsement;  requests 
to  have  resignation  revoked. 

Gen.  Geddy,  April  20,  1865,  specifically  mentions. 

June  13.  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  medal,  and  Acting  Secretary  having 
personally  considered  case,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  24.  1892. 

1780.  Tracy,  Amasa  S.,  Second  Vermont  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1828  (347822).    Fort  Stevens,  D.  C,  July  12,  1864.    Rallied  company 

at  critical  moment  during  change  of  position,  under  fire. 

September  11,  1892,  Capt.  O.  B.  Morrison,  Volunteer  Reserve  Corps,  Incloses 
his  own  affidavit  and  asks  medal  in  behalf  of  this  man ;  describes  incident. 

Nothing  in  records  showing  distinguished  conduct  mentioned. 

November  8,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  award,  and  Secretary  of  War 
having  personally  considered  case,  awards,  November,  1892. 

One  medal  issued  December  15,  1892. 

1828.  W^ray,  William  J.,  First  Volunteer  Reserve  Corps  and  Twenty-third 
Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1836  (350200).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  7,  1864.    After  makinir  suc- 
cessful personal  reconnaissance,  gallantly  led  skirmishers  in  night  attack^ 
charging  enemy,  thus  enabling  pioneers  to  put  up  works. 
November  12,  1892,  Lieut.  Col.    (One  hundred  and  sixty-fourth  New  York 
Volunteers)  W.  De  Lacey  asks  for  medal  and  recommends  this  man. 

November  28,  1892,  Secretary  of  War  advises  Gen.  De  Lacey  that  there  Is 
nothing  of  record  showing  distinguished  service  mentioned;  wishes  further 
evidence. 

October  30,  1893.  Gen.  De  I^cey  submits  letter  of  Capt.  B.  O'Reilly,  Com- 
pany E,  One  hundred  and  sixtj'-fourth  New  York  Volunteers,  giving  addi- 
tional details;  eyewitness. 

December  7,  1893,  Grant  awards. 
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One  medal  issued  December  18,  18&S. 

1836.  Doody,  Patrick,  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  sixty-fourth  New  York 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1834  (472607).    Waynesboro,  Ga.,  December  4,  1864.    While  acting 

aldKle-camp,   three  times  asked  permission  to  join  regiment  In  pr<H)o«ecl 

charge  upon  enemy;  having  obtained  permission,  Joined  regiment,  fon^t 

bravely  at  its*  head  throughout  action. 

March  13,  1897^personal  l^er  of  this  man  to  Secretary  Alger. 

March  25,  1897,  this  man  asks  for  medal,  citing  official  records  as  basis. 

Is  specially  mentioned  in  report  of  December  24,  1864,  Col.  Atkins,  Ninety- 
second  Illinois  Mounted  Infantry,  brigade  commander. 

July  19,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  August  2,  1897. 

1834.  Cockley,  David  X/.,  Company  D,  Tenth  Ohio  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1831  (8703-93).    Davenport  Bridge,  Va.,  May  10,  1864.    By  gallant 

charge  against  superior  force,  extricated  command  from  perilous  poaltl<m 

to  which  it  had  been  ordered. 

Gen.  W.  Merritt,  May  3,  1893.  recommends  this  man  for  medal,  describing 
Incident  and  citing  mention  of  this  man  In  his  report  of  1864. 

August  22,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  1.  1893. 

1831.  Arnold,  Abraham  K.,  Fifth  United  States  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1830  (269512).    Petersburg,  Va.,  June  15,  1864.    New  Market  Heights, 

Va.,  September  29.  1864.    First  man  of  Eighteenth  Corps  to  enter  enemy's 

works.     Valiant  service  In  desperate  assault,  Inspiring  Union  troops  by 

example  of  steady  courage. 

Gen.  A.  S.  Duncan,  December  20,  1890,  asks  medal  for  this  man,  describing 
Incident. 

October  16,  1864,  specifically  mentioned  for  bravery  In  letter  signed  by 
regimental  commander  Fourth  United  States  Colored  Troops,  Boemstein. 

February  3,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  medal;  medal  fully  merited. 

Assistant  Secretary  having  personally  reviewed  case,  awards,  February  5, 
1891. 

One  medal  issued  February  18,  1891. 

1880.  Appleton,  William  H.,  Fourth  United  States  Colored  Troops. 

Case  No.  1837  (374260).    Boydton  Plank  Road,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.   Charged 

at  head  of  two  regiments,  which  drove  enemy's  main  body ;  gained  crest  of 

hill  near  Burgess  house ;  forced  barricade  on  Boydton  Road. 

Past  Commander  S.  F.  Burdett,  September  30, 1893,  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Gen.  John  Gibbon,  November  7,  1864,  specifically  mentions  1837  as  pre- 
eminently entitled  to  a  special  mention ;  repeatedly  demonstrated  gallantry  and 
soldierly  conduct  on  the  field ;  repeatedly  recommended  for  promotion  without 
effect. 

Brig.  Gten.  T.  W.  Bagan,  October  27,  1864,  specifically  mentions  this  man: 
specially  recommended  for  gallantry  and  distinguished  services. 

Gen.  Hancock,  November  9, 1864,  recommends  for  marked  gallantry ;  this  man 
accompanied  major  general  commanding  to  Washington  to  witness  presentation 
of  colors  surrendered  by  Lee's  Army. 

September  11,  1893,  Secretary  of  War  having  personally  considered  case. 
awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  19,  1893. 

1837.  Embler,  Andrew  H.,  New  York  Volunteers,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1839  (315908).    Atlanta,  Ga.,  July  22,  1864.    Charged  enemy's  works 

and  after  their  capture  defended  position  against  assault  until  severdy 

wounded. 

This  man  writes  to  Senator  Sherman,  February  2,  1892,  asking  for  medal; 
forwarded  to  Adjutant  General  or  consideration. 

Gen.  Howard  recommends  or  brevet  December  17,  1864,  for  special  gallantry 
at  battle  before  Atlanta. 

Gen.  Lew  Wallace,  1862,  commendatory  report. 

Col.  M.  D.  Leggett,  Seventy-eighth  Ohio,  mentions  this  man  as  distlngaished. 

Schofield  states  it  Is  a  question  which  battle  should  be  taken  from  the  brilliant 
record ;  selects  Atlanta,  in  which  he  was  wounded,  as  basis. 
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One  medal  issued  March  31,  1892. 

1839.  Force,  Manning  F.,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1796  (238607).  Atlanta,  Ga.,  July  28,  1864.  Orderly  to  brigade  com- 
mander, voluntarily  led  two  regiments,  as  reinforcements,  into  line  of  battle, 
where  he  had  horse  shot  under  him. 

July  7,  1890,  Congressman  Outhwaite  requests  early  action  on  petition  from 
this  man  for  medal;  petition  signed  by  captain,  first  lieutenant  Company  A. 
One  hundred  and  twenty-seventh  Illinois,  and  lieutenant  colonel  of  the  regi- 
ment, recommending  promotion  of  the  drummer  boy  1796  for  heroic  services. 
Statement  Gen.  J.  A.  J.  Lightbum  commendatory. 

Veteran  Association  One  hundred  and  twenty-seventh  Illinois  Veterans  signed 
by  numerous  comrades  recommends  medal. 

Lieut.  Col.  F.  S.  Curtis  and  Brig.  Gen.  Lightbum  highly  indorse  petition. 
Schofleld,  July  14, 1890,  recommends  award  and  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  July  22,  1890. 

1796.  Murphy,  Robinson  B.,  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  twenty-seventh 
lUinois  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1297  (540247).    Pea  Ridge,  Ark.,  March  7,  1862.    Under  heavy  fire, 

great  personal  peril,  went  to  aid  dismounted  comrade ;  surrounded  by  enemy ; 

took  man  up  behind  him  on  horse ;  carried  him  to  place  of  safety. 

February  23,  1899,  Congressman  Lacey  submits  application  for  medal. 

Statement  Lieut.  Col.  Trimble,  Third  Iowa  Cavalry,  January  21,  1899,  also 
c^tiflcate,  dated  May  25,  1898,  by  same  officer;  Col.  John  W.  Noble  Indorses 
same  July  5,  1898. 

Statement  Maj.  C.  A.  Stanton,  January  80,  1899»  not  eyewitness  but  learned 
it  from  other  soldiers. 

Statement  Silas  Roll,  Third  Iowa  Cavalry,  also  indorsed  by  Col.  Noble,  July, 
1898. 

Certificate  May  30,  1898,  signed  by  two  noncommissioned  officers,  a  captain 
and  a  first  lieutenant  of  Third  Iowa. 

Certificate  and  statement  Capt.  W.  G.  Wilson,  Third  Iowa,  May,  1898. 

Certificate  M.  L.  Baker,  captain,  June,  1898. 

Certificate  Pvt.  Elliott,  January,  1899. 

February  25,  1899,  Asst.  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  6,  1^^. 

1297.    Power,  Albert,  Company  A,  Third  Iowa  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1305   (410755).     Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  29,  1862.     Was  first 

man  to  cross  river,  and  in  face  of  galling  fire  from  concealed  skirmishers  of 

enemy,  led  men  up  hillside,  driving  opposing  skirmishers  before  them. 

W.  S.  Marshall,  late  adjutant  Fifty-first  Iowa,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man, 
March,  181^,  with  eight  comrades  describing  incident. 

Statement  dated  February  20,  1895,  by  Marshall,  late  adjutant. 

Extract  report  dated  January  4, 1863,  Col.  Streight,  mentions  for  distinguished 
services. 

March  21,  1895,  Asst.  Secretary  Doe  notes  "  a  gallant  officer,  but  not  sufficient 
evidence  for  medal." 

Supplemental  report  August  22.  1895,  Gen.  Stanley  letter,  **  no  knowledge  of 
1805*8  services  at  battle  Stone  River  "  ;  states  if  It  can  be  shown  that  this  man 
drew  his  company  into  line  and  cleared  the  bank  of  the  river  he  would  recom- 
moid. 

No  letter  received  from  Wood. 

May  26, 1897,  Congressman  Hull  writes  in  regard  to  claim  for  medal ;  incloses 
affidavits,  July  22,  1897,  J.  P.  Smith,  J.  A.  Glvens,  D.  D.  Wright,  captain  Fifty- 
first  Indiana,  J.  E.  Proctor,  sergeant,  and  M.  T.  Anderson,  captain.  Fifty-first 
Indiana  Volunteers ;  Congressman  Hull  states  he  did  not  go  over  the  papers  but 
in  short  conversation  with  Maj.  Davis  regards  case  as  specially  deserving. 

September  20,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  28,  1897. 

1305.    Russell,  Milton,  Company  A,  Fifty-first  Indiana  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1314  (667598).    Warwick  Courthouse,  Va.,  April  6,  1862.    When  shell 
struck  ammunition  chest,  this  soldier  procured  water  and  extinguished  the 
fire,  thus  preventing  explosion  of  remainder  of  ammunition. 
Congressman  Vreeland  makes  application ;  affidavit  of  1314. 
Extract  report  of  Gen.  E.  D.  Keyes  who  mentions  this  man ;  affidavit  Owen  L. 

Daniels,  December,  1901;  affidavit  T.  F.  Wilcox,  March,  1902;  affidavit  John 
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Middick,  Deceniber,  1901 ;  affidavit  Ezra  Nlles,  March,  1902,  describing  inddeot, 
all  of  Battery  E,  New  York  Light  Artillery. 

This  case  was  reviewed  by  Gen.  Young's  board,  July,  1902;  medal  hooer 
recommended:  approved  by  Secretary  Root  July  19,  1902. 

One  medal  issued  August  6,  1902. 

1314.  Smith,  David  L.,  Company  E,  First  New  York  Light  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1324  (410772).    Waterloo  Bridge,  Va.,  August  25,  1862.    Voluntarily 

assisted  in  the  burning  and  destruction  of  bridge  under  heavy  fire  of  enemy. 

February  10,  1895,  Dr.  HoUenbeck  asks  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Three  affidavits,  January,  1895:  A.  H.  Krom,  Rev.  P.  Krohn,  and  Eugene 
Pratt,  eyewitnesses,  comrades. 

Narrative  incident,  not  attested,  submitted. 

Extracts  from  reports  of  Gen.  Pope  and  Gen.  Buford,  1862. 

Gen.  Siegel  and  Gen.  Milroy  mention  destruction  of  bridge,  but  no  officers  or 
men  mentioned,  August  24,  1862. 

March  30,  1895  returned  for  information;  names  of  any  other  participants. 

Dr.  Hollenback,  April,  1895,  submits  second  letter,  knows  of  no  other  names, 
but  gives  names  of  some  of  the  comrades  obtained  from  Lieut.  Eki.  Tollls,  now 
of  Attica,  N.  Y. 

June,  1895,  medal  awarded  by  Secretary  Doe. 

One  medal  issued  June  11,  1895. 

1324.  Tribe,  John,  Company  G,  Fifth  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1277  (626161).  Pttsburg  Landing  Tenn.  April  6  1862.  Severely 
wounded  while  endeavoring  at  risk  of  life  to  carry  to  place  of  safety  a 
wounded  and  helpless  conirade. 

August  2,  1900,  Congressman  Warner  writes  for  medal  for  this  man. 
March  30,  1900,  sworn  statement  of  S.  M.  King,  eyewitness. 
Affidavit  of  1277,  March,  1900,  in  regard  to  incident. 
August  21,  1900,  medal  awarded  by  Acting  Secretary  Meiklejohn. 
One  medal  issued  August  27,  1900. 
1277.    McDonald,  John  Wade,  Company  E,  Twentieth  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1296  (212971).     Sinking  Creek  Valley  Va.  November  26  1862.    Di^ 

tinguished  services  in  raid ;   with  20  men  charged  and   captured  enemy's 

camp,  500  strong,  without  loss  of  man  or  gun. 

May  20,  1890,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  paper  read  by  Wm  be- 
fore Loyal  Legion  in  March,  1889. 

Indorsement  George  Crook,  February  7,  1889,  who.  regards  part  taken  by 
this  man  in  expedition  as  the  mo.st  daring,  brilliant,  and  successful  of  the 
whole  war. 

In  view  of  Gen.  Crook's  indorsement  Schofleld  recommends  medal  and  As- 
sistant Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  22,  1890. 

1296.  Powell,  William  H.,  Second  West  Virginia  Cavalry,  Company  B  and 
BMG  United  States  Veterans. 

Case  No.  1276  (452661).     Corinth,  Miss.,  October  3,  1862.     While  on  duty  ae 
provost  marshal,  voluntarily   assumed   command   of  company,   then,  under 
tire,  so  continued  until  repulse  and  defeat  enemy  following  day;  loss  of  com- 
pany during  this  battle  very  great. 
June  9,  1896  this  man  applies  for  me<lal,  inclosing  affidavits,  April,  1896, 

H.  M.  Corbin,  Louis  Garber,  Jt^l  Strong,  Wm.  B.  White,  and  Christian  Hoppell 

all  comrades  of  Tenth  Missouri. 
Extract  order  appointing  this  man  as  provost  marshal  September,  1862. 
July  2,  1896,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  July  9,  1896. 
1276.    McCammon,  William  W.,  Twenty-fourth  Missouri  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1273  (446016).    Secesslonville,  S.  C,  June  16,  1862.    Returned  in  face 
enemy's  fire,  rescued  exhausted  man  of  his  company,  who  would  have  lost 
his  life  from  drowning  in  morass  through  which  troops  were  retiring. 
October  17,  1893,  this  man  applies  for  medal  and  adjutant  general  requires 

evidence  and  application  of  disinterested  party. 

February  19,  1894,  Gen.  G.   Pennypacker  recommends  for  medal  inclosing 

affidavit,  March  13,  1894,  of  David  M.  Cloud ;   affidavit  James  Graaf,  dated 

March  14,  1894. 
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April  11.  1894,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  denies  medal ;  evidence  insnfflcient. 

March  24,  1896,  affidavit  Edward  Townsend. 

March  28,  1896,  affidavit  L.  A.  Routch. 

Extract  report  Col.  Ouss,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania,  dated  June  18,  1862, 
Inscribing  engagement. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  April  18,  1896. 

One  medal  issued  April  23,  1896. 

1273.  Lewis,  DeWitt  Clinton,  Company  F,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1300  (467773).  Malvern  Hill,  Va..  July  1, 1862.  Having  been  wounded 
and  directed  to  rear,  declined  to  go:  continued  in  acticm,  receiving  several 
additional  wounds  which  resulted  in  his  capture  and  total  disability  for  mili- 
tary service. 

February  23,  1897.  Congressman  Sulzer  requests  medal  for  this  man;  sup- 
ported by  affidavits,  February,  1897,  of     Sergt.  J.  P.  Lonesgan  and  William 
Farrington,  both  of  the  Sixty-ninth  New  York  Infantry. 
Sick  record  shows  wounded. 
July  23.  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 
1300.  Rafferty,  Peter,  Company  B,  Sixty-ninth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1298  (568-94).     Stone  River,  Tenn..  December  31,  1862.     Voluntarily 

rescued  body  of  commanding  officer  who  had  fallen  mortally  wounded. 

December  8,  1893,  Gen.  F.  Fcssenden  asks  medal  for  this  man;  describes 
incident. 

November  10,  1893,  Gen.  Anson  G.  McCook  describes  incident  and  recom- 
mends. 

January  10,  1894,  statement  of  applicant. 

Affidavit  of  John  Ward  and  joint  affidavits  of  three  comrades,  House,  Haz- 
zard,  and  Farrell,  Nineteenth  United  States  Infantry. 

September,  1890,  affidavit  of  O.  P.  Parsons. 

January  16,  1894,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends,  and  Assistant  Secretary  Doe 
awards,  January  19,  1894. 

One  medal  issued  February  3,  1894. 

1298.  Prentice,  Joseph  II.,  Company  E,  First  Battalion  Nineteenth  United 
States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1316   (377223).     Pittsburg  Landing,  Tenn.,  April  6,  1862.     Although 

twice  wounded  and  crippled  for  life,  remained  fighting  in  open  ground  to 

close  of  battle. 

November  17,  1893,  Lieut.  Col.  E.  E.  Bowen,  Fifty-second  Illinois  Iiifantry, 
requests  medal  for  this  man,  giving  incident. 

Affidavit  of  applicant  quoted  in  Adjutant  (Fcneral's  Office  record. 

December  8.  1893,  Grant  awards. 

One  metlal  issued  January  15.  1894. 

1316.  Spalding,  Edward  B.,  Company  E,  Fifty-second  Illinois  Infantrj'. 

Case  No.  1312    (465002).     Fredericksburg,   Va.,   December  13,   1862.     Carried 
dangerou.sly  wounded  comrade  into  Union  lines,  thereby  preventing  his  cap- 
ture by  enemy. 
December  31,  1896,  Col.   A.   J.   Sellers,   Ninetieth   Pennsylvania   Volunteers, 

incloses  letter  of  Lieut.  Bond,  dated  December  28,  1896. 

AflUUivits  Dt  comber  21,  1806,  First  Sergt.  W.  H.  Paul  and  Sergt.  Hass«m,  both 

of  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

January  15,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
()n<»  medal  lssue<l  January  21,  1897. 

1312.  Shiel,  John,  Oimpany  E,  Ninetieth  I'ennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1310  (411828).     Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  May  31,  1862.     Remained  to  close  of 

battle  although  severely  wounded. 

March  26,  1895,  Gen.  H.  J.  T.  Dana  asks  medal  for  this  man;  gallantry  at 
Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  describing  incident. 

Gen.  Dana  in  report  June  3.  18()2,  si>ecially  mentions  1310. 

April  3.  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  wishes  further  information  of  wound. 

Letter,  May  9,  1895,  Gen.  Dana  considered  and  June  6,  1895,  Assistant  Sec- 
retary Doe  Ti  wards. 

One  medal  i:  sued  June  12,  1895. 

1310.  Shafter,  William  R.,  Seventh  Michigan  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1280  (496767).    Sandy  Cross  Roads,  N.  C,  September  4,  1862.    While 

scouting,  this  man  in  command  advance  of  but  three  or  four  men,  came  upoo 

enemy  and  charged  them  without  orders,   rest  of  troop  following;   whole 

force  enemy,  120  men,  captured. 

October  7,  1897,  this  man  writes  through  Congressman  Showalter  for  medal, 
based  on  pension  claim. 

Complete  separate  application  and  evidence  required. 

Affidavit,  January,  1896,  Col.  C.  C.  Dodge,  First  New  York  Rifles. 

November  4,  1897,  Capt.  E.  A.  Hamilton,  First  New  York  Rifles. 

November  20,  1862,  First  New  York  Mounted  Rifles  regimental  order  42  men- 
tions this  man. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awarda 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898. 

1280.  Mills,  Frank  W.,  Company  C,  First  Regiment  New  York  Mounted  Riflen 

Case  No.  1289  (456496).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    Vohmteered 

to  assist  as  gunner  of  battery  upon  which  enemy  was  concentrating  fire; 

fought  with  battery  until  close  of  engagement. 

October  22,  1896,  (Jov.  Coflin,  of  Connecticut,  asks  meflal  for  this  man,  indos- 
Ing  three  affidavits;  August  3.  1896,  Capt.  D.  D.  Brown,  company  commander. 
Twenty-first  Connecticut ;  July  28,  1896,  J.  C.  Ladd  and  Sergt.  A.  I^eeds,  all  of 
Twenty-first  (Connecticut  Volunteers. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1896. 

1289.  Palmer,  John  G.,  Company  F,  Twenty-first  Connecticut  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1315  (400594).     Washington,  N.  C,  September  6,  1862.    Took  command 

of  gun  (lieutenant  having  disappeared),  fired  same  so  rapidly  and  effectively, 

enemy  repulsed;  hand-to-hand  conflict  over  gun. 

March  3,  1896,  Congressman  J.  S.  Shei-man  requests  action  on  application 
made  by  this  nmn  for  mednl  by  aflfldavit  Janutry  21,  1896. 

Aftidavits  of  C<jmrades  C.  F.  Merchand,  January  15,  1896;  John  Malone,  Janu- 
ary 13,  1896,  and  J.  H.  Sanford,  December  2,  1895. 

Col.  J.  Mix.  Third  New  York  Cavalry,  commendatory  mention  in  report, 
September,  1862. 

Promoted  sergeant  for  **  gallantry  and  meritorious  conduct  In  engagement  at 
Washington,  N.  C,  on  the  6th  inst." 

April  20, 1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  states,  "  while  not  the  practice  to  issue 
award  on  applications  of  persons  themselves,  the  proof  in  case  deemed  satisfac- 
tory." 

One  medal  Issued  April  24,  1896. 

1315,  Smith,  Wilson,  Company  H,  Third  New  York  Light  Artillery. 

Case   No.    1313    (322223).     Gaines    Mill,    Va.,    June   27,    1862.      Distinguished 

bravery  In  battle. 

March  18,  1892,  Col.  Edward  Hill,  Sixteenth  Michigan  Infantry,  a.sks  medal 
for  this  man,  inclosing  statement  of  Lieut.  0)1.  Hill,  indorsed  by  Gen.  D.  Butter- 
field. 

March  24,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  either  Gaines  Mill  or 
Fredericksburg. 

March  26,  1892,  Acting  Secretary  awards  for  Gaines  Mill. 

One  medal  issued  April  6,  1892. 

1313.  Sidman,  George  D.,  Company  C,  Sixteenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1279  (274125).     White  Oak  Swamp,  Va.,  June  30,  1862.    Under  fire  of 

enemy,  successfully  destroyed  a  valuable  train  that  had  been  abandoned,  and 

prevented  it  falling  Into  hands  of  enemy. 

February  25,  1891,  Gen.  W\  B.  Franklin  recommends  medal,  and  describes  In- 
cident In  case  of  1279. 

February  28,  1891,  L.  A.  Grant  states  that  he  was  not  an  eyewitness,  but  de- 
scribes tlie  engagement. 

Schofield,  March  2,  1891,  considers  favorably,  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  10,  1891. 

1279.  McMahon,  Miirtlii  T.,  captain  and  aide-de  camp,  United  States  Volun- 
teei*s. 

Case  No.  1282  (357.521).  McDowell,  Va..  May  8,  1862.  After  charge  of  com- 
mand repulsed,  he  rushe<l  forward  with  an  empty  gun  and  captured  two 
of  enemy  shaipshooters. 
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December  14,  1801,  application  denied ;  must  be  fix)m  a  disinterested  person, 
and  statements  of  others. 

Sergt.  Charles  Farmer,  Eighty-second  Ohio,  January  11,  1883,  requests  medal 
for  this  man. 

Ck>l.  J.  S.  Robinson,  regimental  commander;  Lieut.  J.  D.  Mentzer,  and  Lieut 
Col.  D.  Thomson,  all  of  same  regiment,  make  affidavits. 

Joint  affidavit  James  and  Abraham  Baker. 

February  26,  1892,  statement  D.  W.  Rogers. 

August  12,  1893,  L.  A.  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  14,  1893. 

1282,  Morey,  Delano,  Company  B,  Eighty-second  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1292  (10708).    Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862.    Voluntarily 

conveyed,  under  heavy  fire,  information  to  commands  battalion,  by  which 

said  battalion  was  saved  from  capture  or  annihilation. 

November  8,  1894,  Gen.  Townsend  suggests  medal  for  this  man. 

November  12,  1894,  Gov.  Flower  joins  in  request  and  recommendation ;  also  J. 
C.  CoUlnsworth,  adjutant  general,  Eighth  New  York ;  and  Gen.  Porter. 

In  1865  this  man  is  specifically  mentioned  with  14  other  officers  in  report  by 
Maj.  Townsend. 

December  12,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awarda 

One  medal  Issued  December  12,  1894. 

1292.  Phisterer,  Frederick,  Eighteenth  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1320  (476865).  Front  Royal,  Va.,  May  23,  1862.  Weldon  Railroad, 
Va.,  August  19, 1864.  Wounded  obeying  an  order  to  bum  a  bridge,  persevering 
in  attempt,  burned  bridge,  prevented  use  by  enemy.  Voluntarily  took  place 
of  disabled  officer,  undertook  hazardous  reconnoissance  beyond  lines  of 
army,  made  prisoner  in  attempt. 

April  2,  1897,  this  man  requests  medal,  supported  by  affidavit  of  F.  M.  Smith, 
adjutant,  First  Maryland,  February  8,  1897 ;  affidavit,  April  2,  1897,  C.  R.  Cox ; 
affidavit,  April  20,  1897,  Col  Bowerman,  Fourth  Maryland. 
July  19,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  August  2,  1897. 

1320.  Taylor,  William,  sergeant.  Company  H  and  second  lieutenant  Com- 
pany M,  First  Maryland  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1317  (284269).    Perry ville,  Ky.,  October  8,  1862.    In  hottest  part  of 

fight,  stepped  in  front  of  his  colonel  to  shield  him  from  enemy's  fire. 

May  19,  1891,  A.  G.  McCook,  colonel  Second  Ohio,  writes  recommending  this 
man  for  medal,  describing  Incident 

August  6,  1891,  In  the  absence  of  the  Secretary,  Schofield  recommends  medal 
and  awards  August  8,  1891. 

One  medal  Issued  August  19,  1891. 

1317.  Surles,  William  H.,  CJompany  G,  Second  Ohio  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1318  (360606).  Corinth,  Miss.,  October  4,  1862.  (Conspicuous  gal- 
lantry In  restoring  order  at  a  critical  moment  and  leading  regiment  in  charge. 
March  13,  1893,  Gen.  Stanley  recommends  this  man  for  medal,  inclosing  some 

data  describing  Incident. 

August  18,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  August  19,  1893. 

1318.  Swayne,  Wager,  B.  M.  G..  United  States  Army,  Forty-third  Ohio  In- 
fantry. 

Case  No.  1322  (527974).    Newbern,  N.  C.  March  14,  1862.    Voluntarily  recon- 

noltered  enemy's  position ;  carried  orders  under  hottest  fire. 

November  10,  1870,  this  man  applies  for  medal  and  Incloses  an  order  of  Brig. 
Gen.  J.  G.  Foster,  dated  March  20,  1862,  commendatory. 

Medal  ordered  February  11,  1870,  and  given  to  Qen.  Townsend  by  Mr. 
Davis;  no  further  record. 

One  medal  issued  November  11,  1870. 

1322.  Thompson,  J.  Harry,  surgeon.  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1306  (526943).    Harpers  Ferr>\  Va.,  May  26-30,  1862.    Distinguished 

gallantry  and  good  conduct  In  the  defense. 

February  15,  1893,  this  man  applied  for  medal,  describing  Incident  and  quot- 
ing Civil  War  records. 

April  14,  1893,  Capt.  James  E.  Thorndike  makes  affidavit. 
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February  17,  1898,  Adj.  Gen.  Williams  recommends. 

April   17,   1893,   Schofield   recommends   to   Secretary,  who,   April  18.  1883. 
awards. 
One  medal  Issued  April  25,  1893. 
1306.  Saxton,  Kufus,  brigadier  general,  United  Stat^  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1309  (351807).    luka.  Miss.,  September  19,  1862.    Although  severely 

wounded,  fought  his  batterj-  until  the  cannoneers  and  horses  were  nearly  all 

killed  or  wounded. 

November  29,  1892,  this  man  applies  for  medal  inclosing  papers ;  papers  evi- 
dently returned  to  applicant  as  requested  by  Secretary  of  War  December  1, 
1892. 

December  10,  1892,  Schofield  recommended  medal  for  this  man,  and  Asslsttnt 
Secretary  of  War  having  personally  considered  this  case,  awards  December 
12,  1892. 

One  medal  issued  December  31,  1892. 
•  1309.  Sears,  Cyrus,  Eleventh  Ohio  Light  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1303  (359297).    Malvern  Hill,  Va.,  July  1,  1862.    At  critical  moment 

brought  up  two  regiments,  which  he  led  against  enemy,  himself  being  severely 

wounded. 

January  23,  1893,  Cassius  Peck  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

January  28,  1893,  Senator  Proctor  inclosed  same  to  Gen.  Grant 

February  21,  1898,  Schofield  recommends  medal  on  testimony  of  Senator 
Proctor  and  extracts  official  records. 

Assistant  Secretary  personally  considers  case  and  directs  award. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1893. 

1303.  Ripley, •William  Y.  W.,  First  United  States  Sharp  Shooters. 

Case  No.  1321  (517316).    Newbem,  N.  C,  March  14.  1862.    In  thickest  of  fight, 
where  he  lost  leg  by  shot,  encouraged  men  until  carried  off  field. 
September  10,  1867,  Gen.  Burnside  recommends  to  Gen.  Grant  for  medal 
July  23,  1867,  affidavit  Lieut.  Josiah  B.  Drew,  TS\^enty-third  Massachusetts 

Infantry ;  heartily  Indorsed  by  Gen.  Burnside  September  10,  1867. 
Gen.  Burnside*s  original  application  indorsed  by  E.  D.  Townsend,  September 

28,  1867 :  **  medal  to  be  given." 
One  medal  issued  October  12,  1867. 
1321.  Terry,  John  D.,  Company  E,  Twenty-third  Massachusetts  Infantrr 

Case  No.  1259  (357241).    Glendale,  Va.,  June  30,  1862.    While  pursuing  one  of 

the  enemy's  sharpshooters,  came  upon  two  others  whom  he  bayonetted  iii 

hand  to  hand  encounters. 

January  27,  1893,  Corpl.  C.  Shambough,  Eleventh  Pennsyh-ania  Reserve 
Corps,  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Extract  history  Pennsylvania  Reserve  Corps. 

March  16,  1893,  Gen.  Schofield  considers  insufficient  and  Assistant  Secretary 
denies. 

Affidavit  of  1259  November  8,  1897. 

Affidavit  November  19,  1897,  of  Corpl  Shambough. 

On  additional  affidavits  March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  30,  1898. 

1259.  Howard,  Henderson  CJ.,  Company  B,  Eleventh  Pennsylvania  Reserve 
Corps. 

Case  No.  1260  (471386).    Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  June  1,  1862.    Led  Sixty-first  New 

York  Infantry  In  charge  in  which  was  twice  severely  wounded  in  right  amu 

neeessitatlnj?  amputation. 

March  8,  1893,  Gen.  Joshua  L.  Chamberlain  requests  medal  for  1260,  notii« 
conspicuous  gallantry  in  records;  corroborated  by  Adjutant  General  March 
14,  1893. 

March  15,  1893,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal  for  distinguished  bravery, 
Fair  Oaks,  and  L.  A.  Grant  awards  as  recommended. 

One  medal  issued  March  29,  1893, 

1260.  Howard,  Oliver  O.,  B.  M.  G.,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1262  (277671).  Antietam,  Md..  September  17,  1862.  Led  regiment 
in  assault  on  strong  body  of  enemy  and  kept  up  fight  until  greater  part  of  Ws 
men  were  killed  or  wounded,  bringing  remainder  safely  out  of  fight. 
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March  25,  1891,  Gen.  W.  B.  Franklin  asks  medal  for  this  man,  Inclosing  letter 
March  18,  1891,  of  Gen.  W.  F.  Smith. 

September  22,  1862,  transcripts  reports  of  Col.  W.  H.  Irwin,  Forty-ninth 
Pennsylvania  Infantry;  September  19,  1862,  Maj.  T.  W.  Hyde,  Seventh  Maine 
Infantry ;  and  Gen.  T.  H.  Neill,  all  commendatory. 

April  3,  1891,  Schofield  recommends  and  Acting  Secretary,  having  i)ersonal!y 
reviewed  case,  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  April  8,  1891. 

1262.  Hyde,  Thomas  W.,  Seventh  Maine  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1253  .(372385).  Pea  Ridge,  Ark.,  March  7,  1862.  Was  foremost  In 
leading  his  men,  rallying  them  to  repeated  acts  of  daring,  until  himself  dis- 
abled and  taken  prisoner. 

September  12,  1893,  O.  W.  Bennet  asks  medal  for  comrade  1253. 
Specifically  mentioned  In  reports  contemporaneous;  Col.  William  Vandever, 

Col.  E.  A.  Carr.  and  Maj.  S.  D.  Sturgis  mentions  1253  as  distinguished. 
September  20,  1893,  Secretary  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  26,  1893. 
1253.  Herron,  Francis  J.,  M.  G.,  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1258    (423913).     Corinth,  Miss.,  May  21,  1862.     Saved  the  life  of 

woimded  officer  lying  between  lines. 

June  6,  1895,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  contemporaneous  indorse- 
ment on  his  application  for  furlough  May,  1863. 

Drummer  boy,  14  years  of  age. 

Congressman  Berry  forwards  and  commends  application  for  medal. 

July  10,  1895,  application  denied;  testimony  two  eyewitnesses  required. 

July  18,  1895,  Joint  affidavits  Sergts,  Bruth  and  McMillan,  both  eyewitnesses. 

August  9,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  August  17,  1895. 

1258.  Horsfall,  William  H.,  Company  G,  First  Kentucky  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1275  (498864).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    A  wounded 

and  helpless  comrade  having  been  left  on  skirmish  line,  returned  to  front 

under  severe  fire,  carried  wounded  man  to  place  of  safety. 

November  15,  1897,  Adjt.  G.  H.  Patrick.  Eighty-second  United  States 
Colored  Troops  asks  medal  for  1275,  supported  by  10  documents  detailed  state- 
ments of  Thirteenth  Massachusetts,  Second  Maine  Cavalry,  and  Eighty-second 
United  States  Colored  Infantry. 

Affidavit  of  1275,  October  13,  1896. 

November,  1897,  22  associates  ask  medal  for  1275. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  April  1,  1898. 

1275.  Maynard.  George  H.,  Company  D,  Thirteenth  Massachusetts  Volun- 
teers. 

Case  No.  1444   (455390).    Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    While  In 

command  regiment  bravely  exposed  himself  to  fire  of  enemy,  encouraging  and 

cheering  his  men. 

April  15,  1896,  Maj.  J.  H.  Headlngton,  One  hundredth  Indiana  Volunteers, 
aaifs  Tin^flAl  for  1444 

April  and  May,  1896,  statements  Col.  J.  M.  Loomls,  —  P.  Flynn,  Capt. 
C.  N.  Brouse,  corroborated  by  30  other  comrades  of  One  hundredth  Indiana 
and  Ninetieth  Illinois. 

August  15,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

March  28,  1898,  Capt.  M.  J.  Sherlock  applies  for  medal  for  1444  action  at 
Bentonvllle,  N.  C.    Medal  previously  awarded  for  action  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

One  medal  Issued  August  24,  1896. 

1444.  Johnson,  Ruel  M.,  One  hundredth  Indiana  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1249  (291334).     Gaines  Mill,  Va.,  June  27,  1862;  Rappahannock  Sta- 
.  tion,  Va.,  November  7,  1863.    Although  wounded,  remained  on  duty ;   par- 
ticipated In  battle  with  his  company.     While  acting  aid,  rendered  gallant 
and  prompt  assistance  In  re-forming  regiments  Inside  enemy's  works. 
July  11,  1801,  this  man  asked  for  medal,  supported  by  four  contemporaneous 

reports,  1862-18^5,  Gens.  Upton,  J.  J.  Bartlett,  Col.  A.  D.  Adams,  and  Col. 

J.  M.  Siegfried,  and  September,  1889,  letter  of  Col.  Siegfried. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  C6-1 24 
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August  6,  1891,  Schofleld  recommends  medal  (and  mention  of  several  battles) 
if  practicable. 

August  8  Acting  Secretary  awards  medal  for  actions  at  Gaines  Mill  and 
Rappahannock  Station. 

One  medal  Issued  August  17,  1891. 

1249.  Hall,  H.  Seymour,  Twenty-seventh  and  One  hundred  and  twenty-first 
New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1257  (336578).     (Jaines  Mill,  Va.,  June  27,  1862.     Voluntarily  carried 
wounded  comrade,  under  heavy  fire,  to  place  of  safety ;  though  twice  wounded 
in  the  act,  continued  in  action  until  again  severely  wounded. 
June  22,  1802,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  letters:  April.  189t 

First  Sergt.  E.  Hall,  First  New  Jersey  Volunteers ;  Sergt.  E.  English,  and  Sergt. 

R.  A.  Donnelly,  and  Capt.  J.  D.  Mount,  First  New  Jersey. 
Q^^,  Schofleld  June  30,  1892,  recommends,  and  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  July  9,  1892. 
1257.  Hopkins,  Charles  F.,  Company  I,  First  New  Jersey  Volunteers. 

Case    No.    1842    (529092).     Petersburg,    Va.,    July    30,    1864.     When   entering 

charge  this  soldier,  then  15  years  of  age,  was  cautioned  not  to  go  in,  as  he 

had  not  been  mustered.    He  indignantly  protested  and  participated  In  charge; 

left  arm  crushed  by  shell  and  amputated. 

September  24,  1864,  Capt.  N.  M.  Gwynne,  aid-de-camp,  writes  to  Secretary 
Stanton  to  have  his  brother,  1842,  mustered  In. 

Joined  Company  H,  Thirteenth  Ohio  Cavalry,  at  age  of  14  years  10  months, 
at  Crater,  Petersburg,  Va. ;  arm  shot  off. 

Indorsement  September  24,  1864.  Gen.  John  P.  Hough,  favorable  considera- 
tion and  recommends  medal  also. 

December  9,  1864,  J.  C.  Wetmore  recommends  medal. 

Indorsement ;  original  application  also  approved  and  forwarded  by  (Jen. 
C.  C.  Augur,  department  commander. 

For  file  with  other  papers  of  this  class;  seen  and  approved  by  Secretary 
December  10,  1864,  as  application  for  medal  only.    J.  A.  H. 

Medal  awarded  January  3,  1865. 

One  medal  lssue<l  January  27,  1865. 

1842.  Gwynne,  Nathaniel  Mcl^ean,  C/Ompany  H,  Thirteenth  Ohio  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1442  (377513).    Chancel lorsville,  Va.,  April  30,  1863.     Surrounded  by 

Confederate  cavalry  division ;  led  column  which  cut  its  way  through  opposing 

force ;  desperately  wounded ;  captured  during  action. 

November  15,  1893,  this  man  asks  for  medal. 

Letter  November  21,  1893,  of  Gen.  Merrltt,  commendatory. 

September  15.  1864,  mentioned  In  letter  Gen.  T.  C.  Devin  and  favorable  In- 
dorsement by  Gen.  Merrltt. 

1863.  extracts  of  favorable  mention  of  1442. 

December  9,  1893,  Acting  Secretary  notes  faithful  and  gallant  officer,  but 
papers  fall  to  show  particular  action  or  act. 

December  12,  1893,  Maj.  H.  A.  Hall  submits  detailed  statement  of  1442. 

December  10,  1893,  extracts  diary  of  Bugler  T.  M.  Wells,  Sixth  New  York 
Cavalry. 

January  20,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denies  award  of  medal. 

February  23,  1894,  CoL  H.  C.  King  letter  to  Secretary ;  also  April  13.  18^ 

April  3, 1896,  Congressman  Fairchild  writes  Secretary  of  War,  inclosing  addi- 
tional papers. 

December,  1897,  letter  Maj.  Hall. 

Letter  Col.  Munford,  Confederate  Army,  October  29,  1897. 

November  15,  1897,  affidavit  Col.  Color,  Sixth  New  York  Cavahr.  and  Gen. 
Devins,  1863,  extract  report  of  engagement. 

November  27,  1897,  letter  B.  M.  Medina,  Fifth  Virginia  Cavalry. 

March  22,  1898,  Swretary  Alger  awards  medal  on  additional  testimony. 

One  medal  Issued  March  80,  1898. 

1442.  Heermance,  William  L. 

Case  No.  1860  (518163).     Petersburg,  Va.,  July  30,  1864.     In  heroic  effort  to 
rally   disorganlzeil   troops,   disabled   by   severe  wound ;    while  carried  from 
field  rallied,  started  to  return  to  command,  received  second  wound  which 
neces-sltated  amputation  leg. 
April  29,  1898,  Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox  asks  medal  for  1860. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR.  371 

Sketch  of  life  of  1860  and  list  of  battles  One  hundred  and  ninth  New  York 
Infantrj'. 

letters  1864  and  18G5  Oen.  Wilcox  (2),  Hartranft,  Burnside.  commendatory. 

May  28,  1898,  letter  1860  to  Secretary  of  War  asks  about  application  of  Gen. 
Wilcox. 

December  29,  1898,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  13,  1899. 

1860.  Catlin.  Isaac  S.,  One  hundred  and  ninth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.   1859    (395040,  393667).     Alabama  Bayou,  La.,   September  20,  1864. 

Swam  bayou  under  Are,  captured,  and  brought  oflP  boat  by  means  of  which 

command  crossed  and  routed  enemy. 

April  9,  1894,  Congressman  Updegraflf  incloses  letter  of  1859,  dated  August 
6.  1894. 

Affidavits  of  J.  J.  Fassett,  George  Cressy,  and  letter  Lieut.  Col.  A.  L.  Gurney, 
all  of  Second  New  York  Veteran  Cavalry. 

Complimentary  regimental  order,  September  24,  1864. 

Denied  as  not  in  action,  July  24,  1894. 

Further  evidence  submitted  August  4,  1894,  by  fuller  statement  of  Lieut. 
B.  L.  Beach,  Second  New  York  Cavalry. 
.  August  10.  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  lasued  August  17,  1894. 

1859.  Cadwell,  Inman  L..  Company  B,  New  York  Veteran  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1850  (354551).  Todd's  Tavern,  Va.,  May  8,  1864.  Led  regiment  in 
charge  at  critical  moment,  under  murderous  lire,  until  he  fell,  desperately 
wounded. 

December  29,  1892.  1850  Incloses  papers  and  asks  for  medal. 

Petition,  November  26,  1892,  signed  by  four  comrades. 

December  22,  1892,  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles  adds  his  testimony. 

Extract  letter  of  Capt.  I.  Plumb.  Sixty-first  New  York,  June,  1864. 

No  mention  in  official  records  of  incident  referred  to. 

August  12.  1893,  Acting  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

f)ne  medal  Issued  August  21,  1893. 

1850.  Nutting,  Lee,  Company  C,  Sixty-first  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1845   (398525).     Petersburg.  Va..  July  30,  1864,  March  25,  1865.     In 

assault   at   (Yater   and   at   Fort   Haskell,   displayed   consi)icuous   gallantry ; 

exiM)sed  great  danger;  thn^  times  wound^l;  lost  leg. 

September  5,  1892,  C.  A.  Shaw,  president  Fourteenth  New  York  Heavy 
Artillerj-  Association,  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  returned  for  evidence. 

October  3,  1894,  J.  V>\  Kimball  president  Fourteenth  New  York  Heavy  Artil- 
lery As.sociation,  renews  request. 

Veterinary  G.  L.  Kilmer  and  Sergt.  William  Clowninzer,  both  comrades. 
Fourteenth  New  York  Heavy  Artillery,  give  statements  October,  1894. 

Col.  G.  P.  Robinson,  March  28.  1865,  recommends  by  name  for  praise,  etc. 

Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox,  May  3,  1865,  recommends  for  brevet  by  name. 

November  30,  1894,  As.slstant  Secretary  Doe  denies;  .splendid  conduct  for 
brevet,  etc. 

On  letter  January  19,  1877,  requesting  paymaster  detail,  reconsideration 
given,  .lanuary  15,  1898. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued. 

1845.  Houghton,  Charles  H.,  Company  L,  Fourteenth  New  York  Heavy 
Artillery. 

Case  No.  1846   (439492).     .lonesboro,  Ga.,  September  1,  1864.     First  man  over 

works  of  enemy,  demanded  and  received  surrender  Confederate  general  officer 

and  his  command. 

January  10,  1896.  Capt.  Higgins,  (\)l.  H.  R.  Mlzner,  and  Maj.  J.  D.  Morgan, 
all  Fourteenth  Michigan,  i)etition  meflal  for  1846. 

In  1864  extracts  contemporaneous  re{>orts  of  Col.  Mizner  and  0)1.  C.  M.  Lum, 
B.  C. 

Denied  March  27,  1896,  by  assistant  secretary ;  additional  testimony  required 
furnished  in  .loint  affidavit  First  Sergt.  Clark  and  Pvt.  Hynes,  Aprtl  11,  1896, 
Fourteenth  Michigan  comrades. 

(Jn  supplemental  report.  April  21,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary'  Doe  awards. 

On  medal  i.ssued  April  28,  1890. 

1846.  Irwin,  Patrick,  Fourteenth  Michigan  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1856  (304554).     Fishers  Hill,  Va.,  September  22,  1864.    While  acting 
as  acting  adjutant  general  went  over  enemy's  works,  mountcni,  with  assault- 
ing column,  to  gain  quicker 'possession  of  guns  and  turn  them  upon  enemy. 
November  3,  1891,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Navy  asks  medal  for  1856;  quotes 
commendatory  extracts  of  contemporaneous  reports  of  Gen.  Hunt. 
Gen.  Sheridan's  indorsement  January  28,  1885. 
Letter,  November  16,  1889.  Gen.  Doubleday,  all  commendatory. 
November  17,  1891,  Gen.   Schofield  notes  service,  gallant,  meritorious,  and 
efficient,  but  does  not  recommend. 

December  23,  1891,  Gen.  Schofield  reconsiders,  and  on  Gen.  Sheridan's  state- 
ment of  January  28,  1885,  recommends  medal  as  clearly  within  terms  act  of 
Congress. 
Assistant  secretary  awards  same  date. 
One  medal  issued  January  13,  1892. 
1856.  Whlttier.  Edward  N.,  Fifth  Battery  Maine  Light  ArtiUery. 

Case  No.  1855  (436119).    Carter's  farm,  Virginia,  July  20,  1864.    Charged  upon 

Confederate  fieldpiece  In  advance  of  comrades  and  by  individual  exertions 

silenced  same. 

December  16,  1895,  submits  own  affidavit  dated  February,  1890,  also  aflftdavlts 
of  Sergt.  E.  Hoskinson  and  Pvt.  Alex  Tillers,  Fourteenth  West  Virginia  Infantry. 

January  22,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  31,  1896. 

1855.  Shanes,  John,  Company  K,  Fourteenth  West  Virginia  Volunteer  In- 
ftintry. 

Case  No.  1853  (467554);    Fishers  Hill,  Va.,  September  22,  1864.    Was  on  skirm- 
ish line  which  drove  enemy  from  first  entrenchments  and  was  first  man  to 
enter  breastworks,  capturing  one  of  the  guns  and  turning  it  upon  enemy. 
January  18,  1897,  Congressman  Shonk  submits  application  of  this  man  for 
medal,  accompanied  by  (January,  1897)  affidavits  from  three  conw^des  Sixty- 
first  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 
February  16,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  February  16,  1897. 
1853.  Rhodes,  Sylvester  D.,  Company  D,  Sixty-first  Pennsylvania  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1844  (64469).    Near  Harpeth  River,  Tenn.,  December  17,  1864.    At 

head  of  regiment  charged  a  field  battery  with  strong  infantry  supports,  broke 

enemy's  line  and  with  other  mounted  troops  captured  three  guns  and  many 

prisoners. 

October  4, 1897,  Gen.  J.  H.  Wilson  asks  medal  for  1844 ;  highly  commendatory 
contemporaneous  reports  1863-64  of  Gen.  Stanley,  Capt.  J.  B.  Mclntyre,  and  Gen. 
J.  H.  Wilson. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  April  5,  1898. 

1844.  Hedges,  Joseph,  Fourth  United  States  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1851  (359781).    Nashville,  Tenn.,  December  15-16,  1864.    Led  brigade 
in  attack  upon  strong  position  under  terrific  fire  of  grape,  canister,  and  mus- 
ketry ;  struck  down  by  grape  after  reached  enemy's  works. 
February  28, 1893,  Gen.  T.  J.  Wood  asks  medal  for  this  man. 
Extract  January  5,  1865,  of  commendatory  report  of  Gen.  Wood;  also  his 
certificate  dated  March  14,  1893. 
March  10,  1893,  certificate  Gen.  D.  S.  Stanley. 

March  13,  1893,  Schofield  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  18,  1893. 

1851.  Post,  Philip  Sidney,  Fifty-ninth  Illinois  Infantry,  United  States  Vet- 
erans. 

Case  No.  1864  (335976).     Spottsylvanla,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Distinguished  eon- 
duct  in  desperate  hand-to-hand  fight  while  conmiandlng  the  regiment. 
June  16,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  asks  medal  for  this 
man. 

August  30,  1864,  Gen.  L.  A.  Grant's  report  mentions  1864,  regimental  com- 
mander, due  thanks. 
June  23,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 
One  medal  issued  June  30,  1892. 
1864.  Clarke,  Dayton  P.,  Company  F,  Second  Vennont  Volunteer  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1865  (470787).    Allatoona,  Ga.,  October  5, 1864.    Took  place  of  gunner 

who  had  been  shot,  inspired  comrades  by  bravery  and  eflEective  gunnery, 

which  contributed  largely  to  defeat  enemy. 

February  22,  1897,  J.  R.  Brand  asks  medal  for  this  man ;  two  newspaper  clip- 
pings. 

February,  1897,  two  letters  and  one  affidavit  of  comrades  of  Twelfth  Wisconsin 
Light  Artillery. 

March  2,  1897,  affidavit  of  D.  R.  Brand,  Twelfth  Wisconsin  Light  Artillery. 

March  5,  1897,  affidavit  of  L.  Clawson,  Twelfth  Wisconsin  Light  Artillery. 

March  11,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  20,  1897. 

1865.  Croft,  James  B.,  Twelfth  Battery  Wisconsin  Light  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1857  (285343).    Cemetery  Hill,  Va.,  July  30,  1864.    Gallantry  in  ac- 
tion where  he  fell  shot  through  the  face  at  the  head  of  his  regiment 
May  24, 1891,  this  man  asks  if  entitled  to  medaL 

July  30, 1864,  Col.  J.  K.  Sigfried,  Forty-eighth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  favor- 
able mention  in  recommendation  for  brevet. 

November  19,  1864,  Gen.  J.  G.  Parke  recommends  promotion  by  brevet  for 
distinguished  services  at  the  assault,  etc. 

June  11, 1891,  recommended  by  Vincent  for  commanding  general  and  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  June  22,  1891. 

1857.  Bates,  Delavan,  Thirtieth  U.  S.  C.  T. 

Case  No.  1847   (501296).    Fort  Harrison,  Va.,  September  29,  1864.    Though 

twice  severely  wounded,  disregarded  injuries,  and  was  among  the  first  to  enter 

fort,  where  he  was  wounded  third  time. 

December  9, 1897,  Gen.  Cecil  Clay  asks  medal  for  this  man. 

Company  D,  Fifty-eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry  roll  shows  commendatory 
Incident. 

September  29,  1864,  Gen.  E.  O.  C.  Ord  specifically  mentions  1847  for  con- 
spicuous gallantry. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

1847.  Johnson,  Joseph  E.,  Company  B,  Fifty-eighth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.   1866    (5175-89).     Wilderness,   Spottsylvania,   Petersburg,   Va.,   1864. 

Gallantrj^  In  action. 

January,  1893,  House  hill  2110,  for  relief  of  1866;  1891  Reports  H.  R.  3343, 
2131,  2118,  page  104,  recommendation  for  remission  by  court. 

Record  of  three  trials  by  general  court-martial;  dismissal  twice,  pay  and  con- 
finement third  case. 

April  9,  1891,  1866  applies  for  medal. 

April  4,  1891,  Schofield,  on  favorable  report  of  Military  Committee,  December 
22,  1890,  no  valid  objection  to  issue  of  medal,  and  Secretary  of  War  Grant 
awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  2,  1891. 

1866.  Cutts,  James  M.,  Eleventh  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1911  (63212-97).    Near  Bethesda  Church,  Va.,  May  31,  1864.    Exposed 
himself  to  great  danger  by  voluntarily  making  his  way  through  enemy's  lines 
to  communicate  with  Gen.  Sheridan.    While  rendering  this  service  was  cap- 
tured, escaped,  ordered  to  surrender,  escaped  by  dashing  away  under  fire. 
September  27,  1897,  this  man  submits  aflidavit  and  official  application  for 

medal,  citing  contemporaneous  reports. 

September  15,  1897,  statement  of  applicant. 

September  28,  1897,  Gen.  Duane's  affidavit. 

October  11,  1897.  affidavit  of  Capt.  B.  F.  Rlttenhouse. 

September  30,  1897,  Gen.  J.  M.  Wilson  recommends,  and   Secretary  Alger 

awards,  October  13,  1897. 

One  medal  issueil  October  27,  1897. 

1911.  Gillespie,  George  L.,  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1862  (465036).  Nashville,  Tenn.,  December  15,  1864.  AVhen  flre 
enemy's  batteries  compelled  men  of  his  detachment  to  seek  shelter,  stood  man- 
fully at  post  and  for  some  minutes  worked  gun  alone. 
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December  19,  1896,  Lieut.  A.  J.  Crocker,  Second  Illinois  Light  Artillery,  asks 
for  medal  for  this  man. 

December  23,  1864.  Col.  E.  H.  Wolfe,  Fifty-second  Indiana  Infantry,  In  report 
highly  commends. 

.Tanuarj'  15,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awarda 

One  medal  Issued  January  20.  1897. 

1862.  Churchill,  Samuel  J.,  Company  G,  Second  Illinois  Volunteer  Light 
Artillery. 

Case  No.  1869  (69317).  Ce<lar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.  By  distlnguUhed 
gallantry  and  voluntary  exposure  to  enemy's  fire  at  critical  nsoment,  when 
Union  lines  had  broken,  encouraged  men  to  stand  to  their  guns ;  checked  ad- 
vance of  enemy  and  brought  off  most  of  plecea 

April  3,  1894,  Gov.  William  McKlnley  applies  for  medal  for  1869,  quotinf 
Gen.  Crook's  specific  mention  of  this  man  in  report  November  7,  1864. 
Extract  Gen.  Conly's  report  January,  1885. 
Report  1869  made  October  31,  1864. 

June  15,  1894.  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denies  medal ;  not  for  gallant  leader- 
ship or  faithful  performance  of  duty.     • 

June  15.  1894,  Congressman  A.  Hlgglns  cites  precedents. 
January  3,  1898,  MaJ.  Brewerton  asks  reconsideration  on  additional  statements 
and  arguments. 
March  22,  1898,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898. 
1869.  Du  Pont,  Henry  A.,  Fifth  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1867  (330513).     Monocacy,  Md..  July  9, 1864.     While  In  command  small 

force,  held  approaches  to  two  bridges  against  repeated  assaults  of  superior 

numbers,  thereby  materially  delaying  Early's  advance  on  Washington. 

On  May  9, 1892,  and  on  May  20, 1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont, 
asks  medal  for  1867. 

Commendatory  letters,  October  21,  1891,  MaJ.  W.  Lyman,  Tenth  A'ermont; 
September  30,  1891,  Capt.  C.  E.  Davis,  Tenth  Vermont ;  and  April  25,  1892,  Col. 
W.  W.  Henry,  Tenth  Vermont. 

Letters  of  1867  to  Gen.  Lew  Wallace  and  his  reply,  March  29,  1889,  verj-  com- 
mendatory. 

May  23,  1892,  Gen.  Schofleld  recommends  medal,  and  Assistant  Secretarj^  hav- 
ing personally  considered  case,  directs  award. 

One  medal  Issued  May  27,  1892. 

1867.  Davis,  George  E.,  Company  D,  Tenth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1861    (506787).     Petersburg,  Va.,  June  17,  1864,     Though  seriously 

wounded  In  bayonet  charge  and  directed  to  go  to  rear,  declined,  remained  with 

regiment,  and  helped  to  carry  breastworks. 

January  24,  1898,  Congressman  Knox  Incloses  the  January  11,  1898,  affidavit 
of  Maj.  J.  Colbum,  Fifty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers,  and  asks  for  medal 
for  1861. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  30.  1898. 

1861.  Chandler,  Henry  F.,  Company  E,  Fifty-ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

Case  No.  1873  (228783).     Bachelor-  Creek,  N.  C,  Februar>-  1,  1864.    With  a 

command  of  11  men,  on  picket,  re-lsted  the  attack  of  an  overwhelming  force 

of  the  enemy. 

June  13,  1899,  1873  asks  for  medal.  Inclosing  report  Col.  P.  J.  Classon,  One 
hundred  and  thirty-second  New  York  Volunteers,  of  engagement,  February 
6,  1864. 

Capt.  C.  G.  Smith,  One  hundred  and  thirty-second  New  York  Volunteers. 
February  1.  1864,  specially  mentions  1873. 

June  19,  1890.  Gen.  Schofleld  recommends  medal  and  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War  approves,  after  personally  reviewing  case,  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  28,  1890. 

1873.  Haring,  Abram  P.,  Company  G,  one  hundred  and  Thirty -second  New 
York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1872  (3,31356).  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  October  11,  1864.  Picked  up  sev- 
eral burning  shells  and  put  the  fuse  of  each  into  water,  preventing  expl68lon 
and  consequent  loss  of  life. 
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May  18,  1892.  Capt.  A.  G.  Mack,  Eighteenth  Batteryi  New  York  Volunteers, 
affidavit  and  request  for  medal. 

May  5,  1892,  joint  affidavit  of  Comrades  Morgan,  Barker,  and  Banker,  of 
Eighteenth  New  York  Volunteer.*. 

May  27,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  notes  highest  heroism  of  this  soldier;  not  in 
action,  however.  Believes  War  Department  may  with  propriety  inscribe  same 
as  coming  from  War  Department  and  not  from  Congress. 

June  3,  1892,  Secretary  Alger  approves  recommendation  of  Schofleld. 

One  medal  Issued  June  30.  1892,  by  War  Department. 

1872.  Gilbert,  Thomas,  Eighteenth  New  York  Independent  Battery. 

Cae  No.  1871  (495115).     Varnells  Station,  Ga.,  May  9,  1864.    While  regiment 

was  retreating,  voluntarily  gave  up  his  horse  to  brigade  commander,  who  had 

been  unhorsed  and  was  in  danger  of  capture,  enabling  him  to  rejoin  and  rally 

disorganized  tr(K)ps.     Himself  captured  and  confined  in  prison;  escaped  and 

rejoined  Union  lines. 

Octol)er  7,  1897,  Col.  IjaGrange,  First  Wisconsin  Cavalry,  writes  for  medal 
for  1871. 

December  21,  1897,  affidavit  of  Ool.  LaGrange. 

January  2,  1900,  affidavit  of  1871. 

March  22,  1898.  Secretary  Alger  awards'. 

One  medal  Issued  March  30,  1898. 

1871.  Ferrler,  Daniel  T.,  Second  Regiment  Indiana  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1876  (471991).  The  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.  This  soldier, 
with  one  companion,  would  not  retire  when  his  regiment  fell  back  In  can- 
fusion,  but  advanced  and  continued  firing  upon  enemy  until  regiment  re- 
formed and  gained  Its  position. 

February  17,  1897,  Congressman  C.  H.  Brumon  asks  medal  for  1876,  inclos- 
ing joint  affidavit  of  three  comrades,  Fiftieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers,  August 
9,  1889;  and  November  18,  1896,  affdavlt  of  Capt.  C.  E.  Brown,  Fiftieth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

August  27,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  September  3,  1897. 

187a  Hill,  Henry,  Company  C.  Fiftieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer.-. 

Case  No.  1875  (279189).  Stony  Creek  Brtdge,  Va.,  June  29,  1864.  With  de- 
tachment of  three  men  tore  up  bridge  at  Stony  Creek,  being  last  man 
on  bridge,  and  covering  retreat  until  shot  down. 
March  23,  1891,  Mr.  Tully  applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 
March  21,  1891,  affidavit  of  1875,  and  February  and  March,  1881  three  com- 
rades of  Second  New  York  Cavalry,  Sergt.  McFarland,  M.  Wright,  and  Henry 
Scott. 

April  13,  1891,  Gen.  Schofleld  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
after  personally  reviewing  case,  awards. 
One  medal  l>8ued  April  18,  1891. 
1875.  Mickey,  Dennis  W.,  Company  E.,  Second  New  York  Cavalry. 

Case  No.   1874    (29632).     Smithfield,   Va.,   August  28,  1864.     In   attack  upon 
largely  superior  force  his  personal  gallantry  was  so  conspicuous  as  to  In- 
spire the  men  to  extraordinary  efforts,  resulting  In  complete  rout  of  enemy. 
September  13,  1895,  letter  recommending  medal  from  A.  D.  Bernard,  lieu- 
tenant colonel  Ninth  Cavalry,  concurred  In  1895  by  Col.  E.  B.  Sweltzer,  Lieut. 
Col.   D.   Perry,   MaJ.   C.   C.   C.   Carr,  Gen.   Merrltt,   November  26,   1895,  also 
indorsed   by   Gen.   Copplnger   and   letter   September  24,   1895,   Capt.   Bendin, 
retired. 
January  23,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  January  23,  1896. 
1874.  Harris,  Closes.  First  Regiment  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1884    (382252).  Weldon  Railroad,   Va.,  August  19,   1864.    Gallantly 

made  most  dangerous  reconnoissance,  discovering  position  of  enemy,  enabling 

division  to  repulse  attack  made  in  strong  force. 

November.  1893,  C;'ol.  li.  Wagner,  Eighty-eighth  Pennsylvania  A'olunteers,  asks 
rje4lal  for  this  nuin;  dt»scribes  two  incidents;  indorsed  by  38  comrades  Eighty- 
eighth  Pennsylvania. 

February  10.  1894,  returned  for  more  details. 
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March  7, 1894,  Col.  Wnfjiier  forwards  affidavits  of  W.  B.  Threapleton,  corporal, 
Eighty-eighth  Pennsylvania,  and  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  March  29, 1891 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1894. 

1884.  Martin,  Sylvester  H.,  Eighty-eighth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1883  (6225C  87).  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  7,  1864.  Gallant  services  and 
soldierly  qualities  in  voluntarily  rejoining  his  command  after  having  been 
woundeil. 

June,  1887,  1883,  applies  for  medal  by  affidavit ;  newspaper  clipping,  his  own 
account. 

June,  1887,  certificate  Maj.  W.  R.  Hartshorne,  Forty-second  Pennsylvania  Vol- 
unteers. 

June  10,  1897,  J.  P.  Bard,  first  lieutenant.  First  Rifles,  and  I.  G.  Blackbnm. 
Twenty-third  Ohio  Infantry. 

Ex-President  Hayes's  statement  June,  1887. 

Adjutant  General's  Office  record,  nothing  specific. 

July  20,  1887,  medal  awarded  by  President. 

One  medal  issued  July  20,  1887. 

1883.  Lower,  Rol)ert  A.,  Company  E,  Twenty-third  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1878  (436817).  Buzzards  Roost,  Gap,  Ga.,  October  13, 1864.  With  only 
41  men  under  his  command,  defended  and  held  a  blockhouse  against  attack  of 
Hood's  Division  for  neariy  10  hours,  thus  checking  advance  of  enemy,  insuring 
safety  for  balance  of  regiment  as  well  as  that  of  Eighth  Kentucky,  then  sta- 
tioned Jit  Ringgold,  Ga 

March  6  3S96,  Congressman  Blue  filed  application  with  11  letters  and  affidavits 
(1896)  of  comrades  of  1878 
Lieuten'jnr  colonel,  captain,  and  lieutenant  of  1878  for  medal. 
Report  November  24,  1864,  of  Col.  J.  H.  Moore,  One  hundred  and  fifteenth 
Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  gives  account  of  fight. 
March  24,  3806.  Assistnnt  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  28,  1896. 

1878.  Hymer,  Samuel,  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  fifteenth  Illinois  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

Case  No.  1301  (409741).    Bull  Run,  Va.,  August  30,  1862.    Picked  up  colors  and 

carried  them  off  field  after  color  bearer  shot  down ;  himself  wounded. 

March  1, 1895,  1301  applies  for  medal. 

Regimental  order  book,  September  7, 1862.  shows  1301  specifically  recommended 
for  medal  by  Col.  Marshall,  commanding  Thirteenth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  metlal  on  official  records,  although  evidence 
subraittod  does  not  at  all  comply  with  department  rules. 

One  medal  issued  March  23,  1895. 

1301.  Ranney,  Myron  H.,  Company  G,  Thirteenth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1885  (511062).    Petersburg,  Va.,  July  20,  1864.    Picked  up  sliell  \iith 
burning  fuze  and  threw  It  over  parapet  into  ditch,  where  it  exploded;  by  this 
act  probably  saved  lives  of  comrades  at  great  peril  of  his  own. 
February  26,  1898,  Capt.  J.  F.  Carter,  Third  Maryland  Volunteers,  in  affidavit 

a.sks  medal  and  describes  incident. 

General  Order  4,  Army  of  Potomac,  .lanuan'  4. 18^5,  was  given  fuHough  for2o 

days  by  Gen.  Meade. 

March  22,  189S,  medal  awarded  by  Secretary  Alger. 
One  medal  issued  April  4, 1898, 

1885.  McAlwee,  Benjamin  F.,  Company  D,  Third  Battalion  Maryland  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

Case  No.  1890  (333720).    Resaca,  Ga.,  May  15,  1864.    While  acting  as  aid,  as- 
sisted in  preventing  a  disaster  caused  by  Union  troops  firing  Into  each  other. 
May  26, 1892,  Gen.  Daniel  Butterfield  describes  service  and  recommends  medal. 
i864-<5r)  commendatory  letters  Gens.  Butterfield  and  Hooker  regarding  ^SQO. 
Honorably  mentioned  in  RebelUon  Records,  vol.  11,  Pt.  II,  p.  321 ;  vol.  12.  Ft.  II. 
p.  477  ;  vol.  31,  Pt,  I,  p.  95 ;  and  vol.  31,  Pt.  II,  p.  325.  .    «  ,    .  u„t 

June  24, 1892,  Gen.  Schofield  does  not  recommend.  "  Gallant  and  efficient,  but 
not  most  distinguished."  , .  ..  ^    ^««i 

Sept.  22, 1892,  Gen.  Butterfield  submits  additional  statement  on  which,  Septem- 
ber 27, 1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  and  Acting  Secretary  awards. 
One  medal  issued  October  12,  1892.  „    ,  ,,  ,    ,^rc 

1890   Oliver,  Paul  A.,  Twelfth  and  Fifteenth  Regiments  New  York  \olunteers. 
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Case  No.  1604  (1098776).    Cold  Harbor,  Va..  June  3,  1864.    When  color  bearer 

shot  down,  seized  colors,  and  bore  them  gallantly  in  charge  against  enemy. 

December  4,  1905,  gold  medal  asked  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  bill 
2295.  This  bill  was  not  enacted  into  law;  Representative  Samuel  asked  for 
congressional  medal. 

Letter  December  20,  1905,  St.  Clair  Mulholland,  colonel  One  hundred  and  six- 
teenth Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Regimental  order  August  5,  1864,  commends,  1604. 

December  18,  1905,  letter  Capt.  F.  R.  Leib,  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Penn- 
sylvania, recommends  medal. 

February  13,  1906,  Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  1,  1906. 

1604.  Seltzinger,  James  M.  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer  Infantry. 

Ca.se   No.   1606    (492840).    Monocacy,   Md.,   July  9,   1864.     Under  heavy   fire 

enemy  saved  national  flag  of  regiment  from  capture. 

September  8,  1897,  letter  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  recom- 
mends medal  and  submits  letters,  August,  1897,  of  Capt.  G.  E.  Davis,  Tenth 
Vermont  Infantry,  and  Gen.  W.  V.  Henry,  Tenth  Vennont,  commendatory. 

September  21,  1897,  Secretary'  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  lasued  September  28,  1897. 

1(506.  Scott,  Alexander,  Company  D,  Tenth  Vermont  Infantry  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1307  (362018).  Fredericksburg,  Vn.,  December  13,  1862.  Relin- 
quished furlough  granted  for  wounds,  entered'  battle,  picked  up  colors,  after 
several  bearers  had  been  killed  or  woimded,  carried  them  until  himself  again 
wounded. 

March  28,  1893,  Maj.  E.  F.  Wetmore,  Twenty-sixth  New  York  Volunteers, 
applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 

March  23,  1893,  affidavit  Lieut,  and  Adjt.  C.  Ackerman,  Twenty-sixth  New 
York  Infantry,  and  March  15,  1893,  certificate  Capt  N.  W.  Palmer,  Twenty- 
sixth  New  York  Volunteers,  both  recommend  medal. 
May  15,  1893,  1307  submits  affidavit. 
August  22.  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Grant  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  1,  1893. 
1307.  Schubert,  Martin,  Company  E,  Twenty-sixth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1323  (440333).    Malvern  Hill,  Va.,  July  1,  1862.     Voluntarily  took 

command  Ninth  Massachusetts  while  adjutant  bravely  fighting  from  3  p.  m. 

until  dusk,  rallying  and  re-forming  regiment  under  fire;  twice  picked  up 

regimental  flag,  color  bearer  having  been  shot  down,  and  placed  it  in  worthy 

hands. 

November  11,  1895,  Fitz  John  Porter  applies  for  medal  for  this  man,  describ- 
ing incident;  in  1887  Indorsed  by  Brig.  Gen.  C.  W.  Roberts,  of  Maine,  and  John 
B.  O'Reilly,  editor  of  the  Pilot. 

April,  1893,  several  distinguished  Boston  citizens  indorse. 

Medal  awarded  March  4,  1896,  and  issued  March  11,  1896. 

Protest  of  Capt.  T.  O'Leary,  Ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers,  and  controversy. 

Supplemental  report  Adjutant  General's  Office  and  case  reconsidered. 

April  29,  1896,  letter  of  1323  returning  medal  to  War  Department. 

July  21,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  carefully  reconsiders  case ;  surrendered 
medal  returned  to  1323. 

1323.  Tobin,  John  M.,  Ninth  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1887   (474449).    Cedar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.     While  acting 

chief    quartermaster,    Sheridan's    forces    in    Shenandoah    Valley,    severely 

wounded  while  voluntarily  leading  brigade  infantry;  commended  for  greatest 

gallantry  by  Sheridan. 

March  24,  1897,  Capt.  J.  F.  Rogers,  retired,  asks  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Gen.  Sheridan,  April  19,  1865,  specifically  mentions  1887  in  reports;  requests 
his  apiwiintment  as  captain  In  United  States  Army. 

Two  letters,  March,  1897,  Lieut.  Col.  L.  Kip,  staff  Gen.  Sheridan,  recommends 
for  medal. 

July  17,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  21,  1897. 

1887.  McGonnigle,  Andrew  J.,  captain  and  assistant  quartermaster  United 
States  Volunteers. 
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Case  No.  1889  (310509).  Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.  Standing  upon  top 
breastworks  deliberately  took  aim,  fired  no  less  than  15  shots  into  enemy's 
lines  but  few  yards  away. 

November  5,  1891,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  applies  for  medal 
for  this  man. 

September  26,  1891,  letter  Capt.  D.  P.  Clark,  Second  Vermont  Volunteers, 
describes  incident. 

Report,  August  30.  1864,  of  L.  A.  Grant. 

March  11,  1892,  Gen.  Schofleld  says  eminently  deserving  of  medal,  and  Sec- 
retary of  War  personally  considers  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  22,  1892. 

1889.  Noyes,  William  W.,  Company  F,  Second  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1411  (358708).    Vicksburg,  Miss.,  June  25,  1863.    Was  first  to  plant 

Union  colors  upon  enemy's  works. 

February  7,  1893,  G.  M.  Stratton  applies  for  medal  for  this  man  and  Senator 
Perkins  requests  Issue. 

January  4,  1890,  letter  Gen.  M.  D.  I^ggett  describes  Incident. 

January  18,  1890,  certificate  Gen.  J.  B.  Smith,  colonel  Forty-fifth  Illinois 
Volunteers. 

Eighteen  hundre<l  and  ninety,  certificate  Capt.  James  Rouse. 

September  24,  1885,  Gen.  W.  R.  Rowley,  letter  commendatory. 

August  22,  1895,  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

August  22,  1893,  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

1411.  Taylor,  Henry  H.,  Company  C,  Forty-fifth  Illinois  Volunteers. 

Case  No.   1319    (59431).     Antletam,   Md.,   September   17,   1862.     Carried  off 

regimental  colors,  which  had  fallen  within  20  yards  of  enemy ;  color  guard, 

nine  men  killed  or  wounded,  himself  three  times  wounded. 

November  9,  1889,  this  man  applies  for  medal. 

Evidence,  eyewitnesses  to  specific  act  called  for. 

Extracts  Adjutant  General's  Oflice  record:  "Col.  Andrews  testifies  to  gal- 
lantry of  this  man.  W.  P."  Seville,  adjutant,  and  W.  W.  Davis,  aU  of  First 
Delaware,  aware  of  facts  stated. 

December  6,  1889,  (Jen.  Schofield,  In  view  of  additional  evidence,  recommends, 
and  Secretary  Procter  awards  December  7,  1889. 

One  medal  Issued  December  13,  1889. 

1319.  Tanner,  Charles  B.,  Company  H,  First  Delaware  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1410  (467920).    Lenoir  Station,  Tenn.,  November  16,  1863.    Gallantly 

seized  colors,  rallied  regiment  after  three  color  bearers  had  been  shot  and 

re.^ment  demoralized;  was  in  Imminent  danger  of  capture. 

January  22,  1897,  Mr.  W.  H.  Brearley  writes  for  medal  for  this  man  through 
Senator  Burroughs,  a  comrade,  of  Seventeenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Statement  Irwin  Shepherd,  June,  1898,  describing  incident 

Letter  1410  describing  his  part  In  engagement. 

Mentioned  by  name  In  Col.  Com»tock's  report  of  engagement  November  16. 
1863. 

February  8,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  February  15,  1897. 

1410.  Swift,  Frederick  W.,  Seventeenth  Michigan  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1881  (33200-82).    Trevlllan  Station,  Va.,  June  11,  1864.    Remained 

at  his  gun,  resisting  with  Its  implements  advancing  cavalry,  thus  secured 

retreat  of  detachment. 

June  11,  1892,  C.  A.  Woodruflf  recommends  1881  for  medal. 

June  30,  1892,  Col.  A.  C.  M.  Pennington,  Fourth  Artillery,  eyewitness,  recom- 
mends in  two  indorsements  July,  1892. 

August  4,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends;  Assistant  Secretary  Grant 
awards  August  6,  1892. 

One  medal  Issued  August  19,  1892. 

1881.  Kennedy,  John.  Company  M,  Second  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1888  (465739).    NorUi  Anna  River,  Va.,  May  24,  1864.    This  officer, 
commanding  regiment,  kept  it  on  field  exposed  to  fire  of  enemy  for  three 
hours  without  being  able  to  fire  a  shot  In  return  because  ammunition  ex- 
hausted. 
In  1897  Surg.  John  Dwyer,   Sixty-ninth  Veteran  Corps.  New  York,  asks 

medal  for  1888,  describing  incident 
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December  29,  1896,  petition  to  Secretary  of  War  calling  attention  to  this 
man's  patriotic  and  soldierly  record,  signed  by  John  CJoonan,  Sixty-ninth  New 
York;  John  Mitchell,  One  hundred  and  seventieth  New  York;  W.  J.  Kane, 
on  Ck)rcoran*s  staff;  Thomas  Lynch,  colonel  Seventy-sevenh  New  York. 

May  26,  1864.  1888  addresses  letter  to  Asssistant  Adjutant  General  Third 
Brigade,  Third  Division,  Second  Army  Corps,  in  reference  to  flag  of  truce. 

Brig.  Gen.  John  Gibbon  forwards  this  letter,  saying  explanation  makes  this 
officer's  ignorance  more  conspicuous. 

Gen.  Hancock  requests  the  discharge  of  this  officer  from  service  May  26, 
1864. 

Discharged  by  Gen.  Meade  June  4,  1864,  Special  Orders,  No.  152;  copy  this 
order  approved  June  5,  1864,  by  Gen.  Grant;  approved  by  Secretary  of  War 
June  8,  1864;  confirmed  by  Special  Orders,  No.  201,  Adjutant  General's  Office, 
June  8,  1864. 

January  6,  1897,  Secretary  Lamont.says:  "Let  medal  of  honor  be  issued" 
for  gallantry  North  Santa  Anna. 
.   One  medal  Issued  January  15,  1897. 

1888.  Murphy,  Michael  C,  One  hundred  and  seventieth  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  ^o.   ^827   (465534).     Corblns  Bridge,  Va.,  May  8,  1864.     While  acting 

aide,  seeing  regiment  break  to  rear,  seized  colors,  rode  to  front  face  enemy, 

rallied  regiment. 

December  28,  1896,  this  man  applies  for  medal;  second  letter  January  11, 
1897;  evidence  requested. 

April  5,  1897,  indorsement  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles  recommends  award  medal. 

July  26,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

1827.  Robertson,  Robert  S.,  Ninety-third  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1285  (481187).  Georgia  Landing,  La.,  October  27,  1862.  Prostrated 
by  cannon  shot,  rt'fusod  to  j;ive  up  flag,  which  he  was  carrying  as  color  bearer 
of  regiment;  continued  to  carry  it  at  head  of  regiment  throughout  engage- 
ment. 

Senator  Galllnger,  Mry  28,  1897.  writes  for  medal  for  this  man. 
Letter  John  C.  Linehan,  eyewitness,  May  20,  1897. 
Extract  Col.  Lull's  letter  in  Weekly  Gazette  November  16,  1862. 
Secretary  Alger.  July  22,  1897,  awards. 
One  motlal  Issuf'd  August  S.  1897. 
1285.  Nolan,  John  J.,  Company  K,  Eighth  New  Hampshire  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1406  (381217).    (niickamauga,  Tenn..  September  19.  1863.     Saved  the 

regimental  colors  by  greatest  personal  devotion  and  bravery. 

Colonel  One  hundred  and  first  Ohio,  January  22,  1894,  thinks  1406  entitled  to 
medal. 

Ix'tter,  Januar>'  2,  1894,  Sergt.  Herndon ;  January  10,  1894,  J.  A.  Stewart, 
comrade. 

Nothing  found  in  Adjutant  General's  record  bearing  upon  alleged  act  bravery. 

February  1.  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  requests  affidavits  of  two  eye- 
witnesses in  support  of  this  claim. 

Additional  testimony  submitted : 

March  2,  1894,  Sergt.  Herndon  submits  affidavit;  also  Amos  K.  Shade,  com- 
rade, private  One  hundred  and  first  Ohio. 

On  additional  testimony.  March  30,  1894,  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal  for 
"most  conspicuous  gallantry  at  Battle  Chickaniaugj*  September  19,  1863.  This 
soldier  saved  regimental  colors  by  greatest  personal  devotion  and  bravery." 

One  modal  Issued  April  9,  1894. 

1406.  Myers,  George  S.,  Company  F,  One  hundred  and  first  Ohio  Volunteers. 

case  No.  1407  (148994).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.    Taking  up  colors  where 
fallen,  rushed  ahead  of  regiment  close  to  enemy's  guns,  engaged  in  desperate 
struggle;  enemy  defeated;  severely  wounded,  held  colors  until  again  wounded. 
Augu.st  15,  1889,  this  man  applies  for  medal,  giving  his  record. 
Adjutant  general  of  Minnesota  submits  extract  copy  report  Capt.  Coates, 

William  Laughlin,  First  Minnesota,  affidavit  December  24,  1889. 
Affidavit  C.  B.  Jackson,  comrade,  First  Minnesota,  in  regard  to  incident. 
Sch(»field  recommends  medal  March  27,  1890;  "eminently  worthy  of  medal.' 
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Secretary  of  War  personally  reviews  case  and  approved  recommendation 
same  date. 
One  medal  Issued  April  9,  1890. 

1407.  O'Brien.  Henry  D.,  Company  E,  First  Minnesota  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1166  (473354).  Vicksburj?,  Miss.,  May  22.  1863.  Fort  De  Russey,  La., 
March  14,  1864.  Joined  color  guard  In  assault  on  enemy's  works  when  he 
saw  indications  of  wavering;  caused  colors  of  regiment  to  be  planted  on  para- 
pet. Placed  himself  in  ranks  assaulting  column  (being  on  staff  duty)  ;  rode 
with  it  into  enemy's  works ;  only  mounted  officer  present ;  twice  wounded. 
March  15,  1897,  Congressman  Miers  writes  for  medal  for  this  man,  quoting 
Rebellion  Records. 

I^etter  recommendation,  August  6,  1864,  Maj.  Bowyer,  Eleventh  Missouri  In- 
fantry; Indorsed  by  Brig.  Gen.  Mower  and  Maj.  Gen.  A.  J.  Smith,  very  com- 
mendatory. 

Mentioned  in  report  of  V.  C.  Porter,'  Fifty-fifth  Illinois  Infantry,  showing 
part  taken  by  storming  party  at  Vlcksburg. 

Col.  Lynch,  Fifty-eighth  Illinois  Infantry,  specifically  mentions  this  man  in 
report  March  18.  1864. 
July  31,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  11,  1897. 
1166.  O'Donnell,  Menomen,  Eleventh  Missouri  Infantry. 

Ca.se  No.  1409  (17754).     Fairfield,  Pa..  July  3,  1863.    Seized  regimental  flag  on 

death  of  bearer.  In  hand-to-hand  fight;  prevented  it  falling  Into  hands  of 

enemy. 

J.  J.  Lowden,  May  7,  1895,  requests  medal  for  this  man — eyewitness. 

Lieut.  A.  R.  Chaffee.  Sixth  Cavalry,  December  3, 1892,  states  that  some  one  did 
save  the  colors  of  the  regiment. 

Lieut.  Col.  L.  H.  Carpenter,  Seventh  Cavalry,  says  it  was  generally  spoken  of, 
but  he  was  not  an  eyewitness. 

Affidavit  James  McDowell,  Company  H,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

April  3,  1895,  application  denied,  In.sufflclent  evidence;  again  denied  January 
5,  1895 ;  returned  by  Adjutant  General  to  Secretary  of  War,  calling  attention  to 
affidavits  two  eyewitnesses ;  received  back  July  12,  and  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  July  12,  1895. 

1409.  Piatt,  George  O.,  Company  H,  Slxtli  Cavalry. 

Ca.se  No.  1290  (459394).    Antletam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.    Under  withering 

concentrated  firfe,  voluntarily  plcke<l  up  colors  of  his  regiment  when  bearer 

and  two  color  guards  had  been  killed ;  bore  them  aloft  throughout  entire  battle. 

September  22,  1896.  wife  of  1290  requests  medal. 

Statement  of  Col.  Sellers,  Ninetieth  I^ennsylvania,  September  25.  1896. 

Statement  Jacob  M.  Davis,  major.  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania;  W.  E.  Llndsley, 
Ninetieth  Pennsylvania ;  affidavit  Sergt.  Hasson  and  John  Shlel,  comrades.  Nine- 
tieth Pennsylvania,  September,  1896. 

Resolution  Survivors*  Association  of  the  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania,  September, 
1896. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  October  26.  1896. 

One  medal  Issued  November  3.  1896. 

1290.  Paul,  William  H.,  Company  E,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1408  (12099-91).    ChancellorsvUle,  Va.,  May  1,  1863.    Took  up  colors 

from  hands  color  bearer,  who  had  been  shot  down,  and  bore  them  through 

remainder  of  battle. 

Maj.  R.  Comba.  Ninth  Infantry,  July  13, 1891,  recommends  medal  for  this  man ; 
r>ersonally  cognizant  of  the  facts. 

Capt.  D.  P.  Hancock,  commanding  regiment,  makes  particular  mention  of  this 
man  in  report  dated  May  7,  1863. 

July  27,  1891,  approved  by  major  general  commanding,  and  medal  awarded  by 
L.  A.  Grant  July  31,  1891. 

One  medal  Issued  September  28,  1891. 

1408.  O'Neill,  Stephen.  Company  E,  Seventh  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1283  (294001).    Corinth.  Miss.,  October  3.  1862.     Although  wounded 

three  times,  carried  the  colors  throughout  the  conflict. 

August  3,  1891,  Senator  Sawyer  forwarded  application  of  this  man  for  medaU 
j^tating  that  he  was  "  a  very  gallant  soldier." 
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August  12, 1891,  adverse  actions,  case  lacking  evidence  of  specific  acts  to  justify 
award. 

Letter  January  8, 1892,  Maj.  John  McArthur. 

Certificate  adjutant  general  Wisconsin,  commissioned. 

September,  1891,  affidavit  Capt.  J.  G.  Lawton,  Fourteenth  Wisconsin ;  affidavit 
Col.  John  Hancoclc,  Fourteenth  Wisconsin. 

January  14,  1892,  Schofield  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  22,  1892. 

1283.  Murphy,  Dennis,  J.  F.,  Company  F,  Fourteenth  Wisconsin. 

Case  No.  1299  (387664).     Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  May  31,  1862.    While  carrying  regi- 
mental colors  on  retreat,  returned  to  face  advancing  enemy,  flag  In  hand,  and 
saved  the  other  color,  which  would  have  been  captured. 
April  24,  1894,  Col.  W.  W.  H.  Davis,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Pennsylvania, 

applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Gen.  Henry  M.  Naglee  In  his  report  of  the  Battle  of  Fair  Oaks,  mentions 

Incident. 

May  4, 1894,  Doe,  Assistant  Secretary,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  12, 1894. 

1299.  Purcell,  Hiram  W.,  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  fourth  Pennsylvania 

Volunteers. 

<.'ase  No.  1295  (489752).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  11,  1862.    Seized  colors 

of  regiment,  color  bearer  having  been  shot,  bore  them  to  front,  where  both  ' 

his  arms  were  carried  off  by  shot. 

Senator  Wilson,  March  12,  1866,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man,  forwarding 
letter  of  1295  dated  February,  1866. 

March  10, 1866,  Gen.  Hardy*s  attention  called  to  Inclosed  letter  of  Senator. 

No  mention  made  In  Gen.  Ferrero's  report. 

March  10,  1866,  Senator  Grassey  writes  Gen.  Hardy  asking  him  to  read  the 
Inclosed  letter  (February,  1866). 

March  28, 1866,  chief  clerk  directs  engraving  of  medal. 

It  appears  that  the  Secretary  of  War  directed  medal  be  engraved  March  28 ; 
date  of  issue  was  about  March  80, 1866. 

One  medal  Issued  March  30, 1866. 

1295.  Plunkett,  Thomas,  Company  E,  TSventy-first  Massachusetts  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  2502  (7540  WD-71).    Distinguished  gallantry  In  many  actions  and  In 

recognition  of  long,  faithful,  and  meritorious  services,  covering  a  period  of  32 

years. 

October  8,  1871,  H.  L.  Abbott  recommends  medal  for  2502;  concurred  in  by 
Chief  of  Engineers,  Gen.  A.  A.  Humphreys;  commendatory  statement,  dated 
January  7,  1854,  by  G.  W.  Smith,  company  commander. 

Recommended  several  times  C.  of  M.,  first-class  private;  not  private  In 
En^neera 

Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  November  8,  1871. 

One  medal  issued  November  8,  1871. 

2502.  Gerber,  Frederick  W.,  sergeant  major,  battalion  United  States  Engi- 
neers. 

Case  No.  2111  (409309).  Fort  Stedman,  Va.,  March  25,  1865.    Served  an  aban- 

doneil  gim  under  heavy  fire. 

March  25,  1865,  Capt.  Deane,  Twenty-ninth  Regiment  Massachusetts  Infantry, 
mentions  2111  In  his  report. 

Pages  338-339,  volume  46,  Series  I,  Part  I. 

Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox  report,  April  2,  1865,  pages  822-325,  same  volume. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  March  2,  1895,  awards  medal  without  solicitation. 

One  medal  issued  March  8.  1895. 

2111.  Howe,  William  H.,  Company  K,  Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1293  (426535).    Cache  River,  Ark.,  July  7,  1862.    While  troops  falling 
back  before  superior  numbers  this  soldier,  assisted  by  one  companion,  under 
severe  fire,  close  range,  saved  a  cannon  from  capture  by  enemy. 
July  19,  1895,  Ex-Gov.  Flfer  asks  medal  for  1293 ;  statement  of  1293. 
July,  1862,  page  143,  volume  13,  R.  R.,  report  Col.  C.  E.  Hovey,  Thirty-third 

Illinois  Infantry. 

August  8,  1895,  Secretary  of  War  denies. 

August  20,  1895,  Congressman  Warner  renews  application. 
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Februarj'  8,  1898,  statement  First  Lieut.  J.  H.  Burnham,  Thirty-tliird  IlliiH^ 
and  late  Gov.  J.  W.  Fifer,  Thirty-third  Illinois  Volunteers. 
March  11,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  29,  1899. 
1293.  Pike.  Edward  M.,  Company  A,  Thirty-third  Illinois  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1413  (S212  (VS)-70).    Bristoe  Station,  Va.,  October  14,  1863.     Gal- 
lantry in  action  while  detailed  as  color  bearer ;  was  severely  wounded. 
February  17,  1870,  this  man  writes  to  Gen.  H.  W.  Slocum,  Member  of  Coo- 

gress,  for  meilal;  Slocum  recommends  favorable  consideration  if  case  conies 

within  rules  of  department  for  such  award. 
Letter  August  5/16,  Adjutant  General. 
May  27,  1870,  letter  to  chief  clerk. 
Duplicate  medal  issued  July,  1876. 
Record  meager. 

One  medal  issued  June  6,  1870. 
1413.  Urell.  M.  Emmet,  Eighty-second  New  York  Infantry. 

Case  1580  (460203).    Cellar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.    With  enemy  In  close 

proximity,  sprang  forward  and  bore  off  in  safety  regimental  colors,  color 

bearer  having  fallen  on  field  of  battle. 

October  12,  1896,  A.  B.  Jones  incloses  two  affidavits— October,  1896,  of  1580 
and  of  his  comrade,  H.  C.  Hoffman,  Ninetieth  New  York  Volunteers. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  3.  1896. 

1580.  Wambsgan,  Martin,  Company  D,  Ninetieth  New  York  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1412  (515221).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    At  crisis  of  engagement 

this  soldier,  a  color  bearer,  stood  alone  in  advanced  position,  regiment  having 

been  borne  back,  and  defended  his  colors  with  musket  and  ammunition  picked 

up  at  his  feet. 

March  28,  1898,  letter  Col.  J.  L.  Chamberlain,  Twentieth  Maine  Volunteers, 
asks  for  medal  for  this  man. 

Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  August  5,  1898. 

One  medal  issued  August  13,  1898. 

1412.  Tozier,  Andrew  J.,  Twentieth  Maine  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1897  (412061).     St.  Mary's  Church  Va.,  June  24,  1864.    Bemained  in 

in  the  fight  to  the  close,  although  severely  wounded. 

March  28,  1895.  commendatory  letter,  I).  M.  M.  Gi*egg  requests  meilal  for  thia 
man. 

Adjutant  General's  record,  April  3,  1895.  gives  extracts  ctimniendatory,  July 
6,  1SG4,  J.  I.  Gregg,  colonel,  commanding  brigade. 

April  5,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  11,  1895. 

1897.  Smith,  Charles  H.,  First  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  2414  (1719-77).    Cedar  Creek,  etc.,  Mont.,  October  21,  1876.  to  January 

8,  1877.     Gallantry  in  actions. 

February  9.  1877.  (ren.  Miles  recommends  for  medal. 

March  21,  1877,  Gen.  Terry  approves  and  recommends. 

March  27,  1877,  Gen.  Sheridan;  March  31,  1877,  (ien.  Sherman;  Iwth  approve 
for  medal. 

April  3,  1877,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medals  to  list  (Group  37). 

One  medal  issued  April  27,  1877. 

2414.  Rooney,  Eilward.  Company  D,  Fifth  United  States  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1325  (471224).    Fort  Donelson,  Tenn.,  February  15,  1862.    Took  colors 

after  three  of  color  guard  had  fallen ;  knocked  down  by  spent  ball,  arose  and 

bore  colors  to  end  of  engagement. 

January  5,  1897,  Congressman  Hull  asks  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  true 
copies  contemporaneous  rei>orts  and  letters  specifically  commendatory. 

July  29,  1862,  Col.  J.  Baker,  regimental  commander  Second  Iowa ;  Augu^  29, 
1862,  Capt.  Al>e  Wilkin,  Company  F,  Second  Iowa. 

February  18, 1862,  Col.  J.  M.  Tattle  specifically  mentions  for  gallantry. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  March  3,  1897. 

One  medal  Issuecl  March  12,  1897. 

1325.  Twombly,  Voltaire  P.,  Company  F,  Second  Iowa. 
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Case  No.  1609   (424270).     Wilderness.  Va.,  May  6,  1864.     Seized  colors,  led 

regiment  when  other  regiments  had  retired,  reformed  line  and  held  it. 

June  7,  1895,  Gon.  I.  S.  Catlin  applies  for  medal  for  1609,  inclosing  extract 
of  his  address,  Oswego,  July  4,  1891 ;  extracts  of  Capt.  Edwin  Evans,  One  hun- 
dred and  ninth  New  York  Volunteers,  and  Gen.  J.  Hartranft*s  report ;  no  specitic 
mention  of  1609  except  in  address. 

One  medal  issued  June  21,  1895. 

1609.  Tracy,  Benjamin  F.,  One  hundred  and  ninth  New  Yorl?  volunteers. 

Case  No.  1893  (521656).    Drywood,  Kans.,  May  15,  1864.    With  two  companions 

attacked  a  greatly  superior  force  of  enemy   (guerrillas)   routed  them  and 

rescued  several  prisoners. 

J.  B.  Pond,  January  7,  1898,  asks  for  medal  for  brother. 

Official  records.  Adjutant  General's  Office:  Col.  Charles  W.  Blair,  May  16, 
1864,  mentions  1S93,  specifically,  pages  936-937,  volume  34,  Part  1,  Rebellion 
Records. 

April  29,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  16,  1899. 

1893.  Pon(T,  (Jeorge  F.,  Company  C,  Third  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1894  (319051).    Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    While  voluntarily 

serving  as  staff  officer,  successfully  withdrew  a  regiment  across  and  around 

exposed  position,  joined  rest  of  command ;  severely  wounded. 

L.  A.  Grant,  February  7,  1892,  asks  Adjutant  General  for  record  of  1894. 

Honorably  mentioned  in  report,  August  30,  1864,  of  Brig.  Gen.  L.  A.  Grant, 
commanding. 

March  11,  1892,  L.  A.  Grant  indorses  application  most  favorably. 

March  14,  1892,  Schofield  cordially  concurs  in  recommendation  for  medal  and 
Secretary  of  War,  March  16,  1892,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  March  24,  1892. 

1894.  Kobbins,  Augustus  J.,  Company  B,  Second  Vermont  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1896   (34023-96).     Winchester,  Va.,  September  19,  1864.     Went  to 

assistance  regimental  conmiander,  whose  horse  had  been  killed  under  him  In 

a  charge,  mounted  the  officer  b^ind  liim,  under  heavy  fire  from  enemy,  and 

returned  him  to  his  command. 

Col.  T.  F.  Rodenbaugh,  March  10,  1896,  recommends  medal;  Incloses  letters, 
February,  1896,  Col.  Harrison,  captain  Second  United  States  Cavalry,  and 
Maj.  It.  S.  Smith,  Second  United  States  Cavalry. 

Statement  Sergt.  Smith,  March  9,  1896. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards,  March  21,  1896. 

One  medal  Issued  March  16,  1896. 
•      1896.  Schmidt,  Conrad,  Company  K,  Second  United  States  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1901    (338468).     CVdar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.     Distinguished 

conduct  In  desperate  hand-to-hand  encounter.  In  which  advance  of  enemy 

was  checked. 

July  7,  1892,  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general.  Vermont,  asks  for  medal  for  this 
man. 

October  16,  1885,  letter  Gen.  W.  H.  Emery. 

November  5,  1885,  letter  Gen.  Sheridan. 

Gen.  McMillan  specifically  mentions  In  his  report,  1864. 

Julv  15,  1892,  Schofield  recommends,  and  Acting  Secretary  awards,  July  18, 
1892.' 

One  medal  Issued  July  25,  1892. 

1901.  Thomas,   Stephen,  Eighth  Vermont  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1899   (378064).     Decatur,  Ga.,  July  22,  1864.     With  small  command 

defeated  overwhelming  force  enemy  and  saved  trains. 

November  29,  1893,  Gen.  G.  M.  Dodge  In  letter  to  Schofield  asks  medal  for 
this  man. 

December  2,  1893,  Gen.  Schofield  knows  general  facts  and  states  no  doubt 
records  will  be  found. 

December  4.  1893,  Gen.  Stanley  submits  certificate,  amply  supported  by  com- 
mendatorj^  extracts  of  reports,  1864.  of  Gen.  J.  W.  Sprague,  Gen.  Stanley,  Gen. 
Sherman. 

Gen.  Dodge  mentions  specifically. 

December  14,  1893,  Grant  awards. 
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One  medal  issued  January  18,  1894. 

1899.  Sprague,  John  W.,  Sixty-third  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1898    (310809).    Piedmont,  Va.,   June  5,  1864.    Left  place  in   rear, 
took  rifle  disabled  soldier,  fought  through  remainder  of  action. 
Congressman  Joy,  December  30,  1891,  submits  application  of  1898  for  medaL 
AJfidavIt  of  1898,  February  15,  1897. 
Statement  Col.  J.  M.  Campbell,  dated  September  2,  1864. 
Aflidavit  October  10,  1891,  Horace  Rose. 

No  ofllcial  mention  found  in  records  of  the  occasion  mentioned. 
August  9,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  11,  1897. 
1898.  Snedden,  James,  Fifty-fourth  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Case  No.  2496  (305629).  Peach  Tree  Creek,  Ga.,  July  20,  1864.  Led  company 
in  countercharge,  under  galling  fire,  ahead  of  men  and  singly  entered  enemy's 
line,  capturing  and  bringing  back  two  commissioned  officers,  fully  armed,  be- 
sides a  guidon  of  Georgia  regiment 

November  6,  1891,  Hon.  John  Coburn  asks  medal  for  this  man,  inclosing  14 
letters    (October,  1891)   of  comrade  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  Nineteenth 
Michigan  Volunteers  and  report,  dated  October  7,  1863,  of  2496  of  an  engage- 
ment 
November  19,  1891,  award  denied. 

November  20,  1891,  Hon.  Coburn  sends  additional  letters. 
October  6,  1863,  extract  letter  from  Col.  Gilbert,  regimental  commander. 
November  24,  1891,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  December  3,  1891. 
2496.  Baldwin,  B^nk  D.,  Nineteenth  Regiment  Michigan  Infantry  Volunteers. 

Case  No.  1903   (465491).     Masons  Hill,  Va.,  March  16,  1864.     Surprised  and 

captured  by  detachment  guerrillas,  this  soldier  with  other  prisoners  seized 

arms  of  guard,  killed  two,  and  enabled  all  the  prisoners  to  escape. 

December  26,  1896,  E.  C.  Snyder,  secretary'  to  Senator  Thurston,  asks  for 
medal  for  this  man. 

Letter  March  16,  1864,  report  of  Lieut  C.  H.  Shepard. 

March  18,  1864,  J.  H.  Taylor,  Acting  Adjutant  General,  letter  of  major  gen- 
eral, Twenty -.second  Army  Corps,  thanks  to  1903. 

Original  papers  destroyed  by  fire  in  Gen.  Augur*s  headquarters,  Lafayette 
Place;  most  of  department  records  destroyed  shortly  after  war  In  this  fire. 

February  9,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  denies  award. 

July  24,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  considers  adversely. 

Senator  Thurston  asks  for  reconsideration;  September  20,  1897,  Secretary 
Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  28,  1897. 

1903.  Traynor,  Andrew,  Company  D,  First  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1900  (445096).     Spring  Hill,  Tenn.,  November  29,  1864.    During  niglit 
attack  enemy  upon  wagon  train,  gathered  force  stragglers  and  others,  as- 
sumed command,  though  a  staff  officer,  attacked  and  dispersed  enemy. 
March  19,  1896,  Gen.  D.  Stanley  asks  medal  for  19(X);  accompanied  by  his 

certificate  same  date. 

April  18,  1896,  further  evidence  as  to  duties  of  1900  asked  for. 

Pages  114  and  115,  Series  I.  volume  45,  Part  I,  (Sen.  Stanley's  report  1864, 

specifically  mentions  1900  for  gallantry,  etc. 
September  20,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awarda 
One  medal  Issued  September  28,  1897. 

1900.  Steele,  John  W.,  major  and  aid-de-camp,  United  States  Volunteers, 

Case  No.  1922  (464001).    Hatchers  Run  and  Dabneys  Mills,  Va.    February  6, 

1865.     Gallantly  planted  colors  on  enemy's  works  In  advance  of  arrival  of 

regiment. 

December  1,  1896,  applies  for  medal ;  joint  affidavit  of  himself,  Adjt.  P.  M. 
Smith,  and  Lieut.  J.  E.  Walker,  all  of  First  Maryland  Volunteers. 

Mentioned  sptHdtically  in  brigade  conmiander's  report,  February  12,  1865,  as 
spec»ially  distinguished. 

December  24,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  5,  1897. 

1922.  Cadwallader,  Abel  G.,  Company  H,  First  Regiment  Maryland  Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1921  (518294).  Dinwiddle  Courthouse,  Va.,  March  31,  1865.  While 
acting,  as  aide  to  Gen.  Custer,  took  flag  fr^m  color  bearer,  rode  in  front  line 
being  driven  back  under  heavy  fire,  rallied  men,  re-formed  line,  repulsed 
charge. 

April  28,  1898,  Maj.  M.  D.  Birge,  Sixth  Michigan  Cavalry,  asks  medal  for  this 
man,  inclosing  statement  Gen.E.  W.  Whittaker,  August  7,  1897,  and  affidavit, 
April  22,  1898,  of  Cmsey.  Earle. 

April  11,  1866,  Gen.  G.  A.  Custer's  letter  indorsed  favorably  by  Gen.  Pleaa- 
anton. 

December  12,  1898,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards. 
•    One  medal  Issued  December  15,  1898. 

1921.  Boehm,  Peter  M.,  Company  K,  Fifteenth  New  York  Cavalry.     * 

Case  No.  2389  (19768-93).     Upper  Washita.  Tex.,  Septembi-r  9-11,  1874.     Gal- 
lantry in  action. 
Marrh  21,  1875,  (ien.  Miles  recommends  *,,  approved  by  Gen.  Poi>e  March  25, 

1875,  and  Sheridan  March  29 ;  forwarded  by  Sherman. 
Secretary  of  War  awards  April  23,  1875. 
January  6,  1894,  this  man  returned  medal  for  Issue  under  true  name,  Fre<l- 

erick  S.  Neilon ;  January  30,  1894,  same  issued  and  record  made. 

One  medal  issued  April  23,  1875,  and  January  30,  1894  (correction). 
2389.  Nellon,  Frederick  S,  Company  A,  Sixth  United  States  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  2479  (5828  B-80).    Milk  Creek,  Colo.,  September  9,  1879.    Volunteered 

to  accompany  small  detachment  on  very  dangerous  mission. 

March  2,  1880,  Second  I:>i(nit,  J.  V.  S.  Paddock,  Fifth  Cavalry,  recommends  this 
man  for  me<lal ;  approved  by* Gen.  Merritt  March  18.  1880,  who  states,  **  undoubt- 
edly ueserves  recognition  recommended ;  an  excellent  soldier." 

March  27,  1880,  Gen.  Crook  recommends;  also  adjutant  general  in  absence 
lieutenant  general  commanding. 

One  medal  issued  May  4,  1880. 

2479.  Widmer,  Jacob,  Company  D,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

VAise  No.  1938  (439125).    Benttmville,  N.  C,  March  19,  1865.    Rushed  into  midst 

enemy,  rescued  colors,  color  bearer  having  fallen  mortally  wounded. 

April  4,  1896,  Congressman  William  A.  Smith  applies  fur  medal  for  this 
man,  Inclosing  statement,  January  10,  1896,  of  Lieut.  N.  Walsh  and  set  of 
resolutions,  January,  1896. 

Secretary  of  War,  January  25,  1896,  considers  evidence  insufficient. 

Two  affidavits  furnished— April  4,  1896,  Isaac  Burbank;  March  23,  1896, 
J.  Spolder,  both  Fourteenth  Michigan. 

April  18,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  27,  1896. 

1938.  Plant,  Henry  E. 

Case  No.  1939  (478990).  Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.  As  color  bearer 
with  conspicuous  gallantry  preceded  regiment  in  assault  and  planted  colors 
on  enemy's  works. 

May,  1897,  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  two  affidavits. 

April  19,  1897,  F.  M.  Smith,  adjutant  First  Maryland  Infantry,  sworn  to  by 
*   J.  E.  Walker,  first  lieutenant  First  Maryland. 

Specifically  mentioned  In  General  Order  11.  Army  of  the  Potomac,  March  8, 
1865. 

Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards  August  3,  1897. 
One  medal  Issued  September  10,  1897. 

1939.  Thompson,  John. 

Case  No.  1923  (327084).  Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.  Seized  regi- 
mental colors  at  critical  moment  and  by  prompt  advance  upon  enemy  caused 
whole  brigade  to  follow;  after  being  severely  wounded,  lifted  into  saddle 
and  second  time  rallied  line  in  attempt  to  check  enemy. 

April  20,  1892,  J.  M.  McGreer,  a  friend,  asks  for  medal,  Inclosing  letter, 
July  3,  1891,  from  Adjt.  H.  H.  Lyman,  One  hundred  and  forty-seventh  New 
York.    Indorsed  by  Maj.  Crawford  favorably. 

April  28,  1865,  extract  report  Gen.  S.  W.  Crawford. 

Two  letters  February,  1865,  headquarters  brigade,  Third  Division,  Fifth  Ar- 
tillery C^rps,  very  commendatory. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 25 
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Letter  H.  A.  iMorrow,  dated  July  27,  1865. 

March  2,  1892,  on  Scliofield's  reccmuuendation.  Assistant  Secretary  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  12,  1892. 

1923.  Coey,  Janies. 

Case  No.  1932  (414029).    Fort  Fisher.  Va.,  March  25,  1865.    Color  sergeant  hav- 
ing heen  wounded,  this  soldier  picked  up  flag  and  bore  it  to  front,  to  the  great 
encouragement  of  charging  column. 
April  3,  1895.  (Jan.  Thomas  W.  Hyde  recommends  medal ;  approved  by  Gen. 

George  W.  (ictty  and  Gen.  H.  G.  AVright. 

Specifically  mentioned  for  gallantry  April  15.  1865,  by  Hyde  and  April  20, 

1865,  by  Getty  in  reports. 

June  3,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  June  22,  1895. 
Littlefield,  George  H. 

Ca.se  No.  1942  (403700).    South  Side  Railroad,  Va.,  April  2,  1865,    Raised  fallen 

colors,  rushing  forward  in  advance  of  troops,  placed  them  on  enemy's  works. 

December  21,  1894,  Gen.  N.  A.  Miles  recommends  this  man,  describing  specific 
act. 

January  11,  1895.  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  17,  1895. 

1942.  Corliss,  Stephen  P.  • 

Case  No.  1927  (465353).  Bentonvllle,  N.  C,  March  19,  18^5.  Face  galling  fire, 
voluntarily  returned  where  color  bearer  had  fallen,  saved  flag  of  regiment 
from  capture. 

December  25,  1896  requests  consideration  for  medal. 
Further  evidence  called  for. 
January  18,  1897,  submits  own  affidavit. 

January  15,  1897,  letter  of  Col.  C.  E.  Briant,  Eighty-eighth  Indiana. 
January  1,  1897,  affidavit  Corpl.  T.  Tomllnson,  Eighty-eighth  Indiana. 
February  9,  1897,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  February  16,  1897. 
1927.  Dougall,  Allan  H. 

Case  No.  1937  (490749).    Lewis's  Farm,  Va.,  March  29.  1865.    Seized  regimental 
colors,  called  on  men  to  follow,  advanced  under  heavy  flre;  line  took  on  ad- 
vance ;  lost  ground  gained ;  enemy  repulsed. 
August  14,  1897,  Gen.  \V.  W.  Averlll  requests  medal  for  1937. 
Conunendatory  extracts  contemporaneous  reports;  Indorsement  on  paper  of 
February  22,  1866.  Gens.  Charles  Griffin,  Ayers,  and  Chamberlain;   Bartlett 
November  19, 1864,  Chamberlain,  April  24,  1865,  highly  commend  in  reports. 
August  30,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  September  17,  1897. 
1937.  Pearson,  Alfred  L. 

Case  No.  2100  (1343698).     Petersburg,  A'a.,  April  2,  1865.     Was  first  enlisted 

man,  third  division,  to  mount  parapet  of  enemy's  lines. 

February  18,  1908,  P.  B.  Engler  writes  Congressman  J.  A.  Goulden  for  his  in- 
terest in  behalf  of  award  of  medal  to  2100. 

Mentioned  specifically  for  conspicuous  bravery,  gallantry,  etc.,  In  contempora- 
neous oflSclal  reports  Gen.  Kieffer  and  Col.  J.  C.  Hill. 

Mentioned  by  Gen.  H.  G.  Wright  as  one  of  the  three  men  to  share  $460  fund, 
but  a  sergeant  was  selected  by  lot. 

March  4,  1908,  Acting  Secretary  Oliver  aw^ards. 

One  medal  issued  March  17,  1908. 

2100.  Buflftngton,  John  E. 

Case  No.  2099  (384099).    Rowanty  Creek,  Va..  February  5,  1865.    Swam  partly 

frozen  creek,  under  fire,  in  attempt  to  capture  crossing. 

January,  1894,  Lieut.  Col.  B.  H.  Kent,  regiment  conunander,  recommends 
medal  for  this  man. 

March  6,  1894,  denied ;  testimony  eyewitness  required. 

January  5,  1895,  2099  submits  three  affidavits.  November  and  December,  1894, 
of  Comrades  J.  C.  Dutton.  R.  J.  Buckingham,  sergeant  major,  and  J.  H.  Durnell. 
all  of  Fourth  Delaware,  and  joint  affidavit  of  Sergt.  Sanniel  Ta^wIs  and  Sergt. 
Sylvester  Solomon,  also  of  Fourth  Delaware. 
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February  7,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

]Mareh  1,  1895,  protest  against  award  by  three — surgeon,  first  lieutenant,  and 
a   captain.  Fourtli  Delaware. 

One  medal  issued  February  13,  1895. 
2()99.  Buckinjrham,  :^avid  E. 

Case  No.  2134  (401673).     Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  18(k5.    Captured  the  Con- 

fe<lerate  (Jen.  (w.  \V.  Custis  I^ee. 

November  26,  1894,  Congressman  C.  D.  tiaines  requests  medal  for  2134. 

September  9,  1894,  letter  of  Capt.  T.  J.  Hassett,  Company  K.  One  hundred  and 
twenty-first  New  York  Volunteers. 

Specifically  mentioi.ed  April  18,  1865,  by  E.  Wheaton,  major  general  Volun- 
teers, and  April  15,  1865,  Gen.  Hanblin,  brigade  conunander. 

April  14,  1865.  aflldavit  by  2134. 

April  29,  1865,  Gen.  H.  G.  Wright  reports  surrender  to  Sixth  Cori)s  of  Gen. 
Custis  Lee. 

December  12,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

April  15,  1897,  Hi.storian  Bowen.  Thirty-seventh  Massachusetts,  protests 
award,  and  September  20,  1897,  Secretary  Alger,  after  considering  evidence  filed 
in  case  and  counterclaim  of  David  White,  decides  there  was  no  display  of  action 
by  either  entitling  to  medal  under  law  an<l  regulations. 

One  medal  issued  December  29,  1894. 

2134.  Hawthorne,  Harris  S. 

Case  No.  2109  (417495).     Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.     Prevented  retreat  of 

regiment  during  battle. 

May  9.  1895,  applies  for  medal. 

Evidence  eyewitnesses  called  for,  and  on  June  10,  1895,  soldier  makes  state- 
ment which  is  subscribed  to  by  seven  comrades  of  Two  hundred  and  eighth 
Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry. 

(Jeti.  J.  F.  Hartranft  mentioned  2109  In  two  reports  made  in  1865. 

July  9,  1895  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards* 

One  medal  issued  July  19,  1895. 

2109.  Hoffman,  Thomas  W. 

Ca.-e  No.  2103  (198029).  Berry ville,  Va.,  April  1,  1865.  Accompanied  by  an  or- 
derly only,  gallantly  resiste<l  attack  of  five  of  Mosby's  cavalry;  mortally 
wounded  leader,  seized  his  horse  and  pistols,  wounded  three  more,  and  though 
wounde<l  himself,  escaped. 

August  7,  1897,  2ia3  in  affidavit  applies  for  medal. 

April  8,  1897,  Col.  N.  A.  M.  Dudley,  Thirtieth  Massachusetts  Infantry,  letter. 
hIso  five  others. 
August  13,  1897,  daughter  (\)1.  D.  S.  Bonham  submits  aflidavlt. 
March  28,  18^5,  Lieut.  (>>1.  F.  H.  Whittler,  Thirtieth  Massachusetts,  men- 
tions in  report. 
O'tol)er  4,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards, 
(^ne  medal  Issued  October  16,  1897. 
2103.  Ferris,  Eugene  W. 

Case  No.  1926  (302715).  Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.  Seized  colors 
another  regiment  brigade  color  bearer  killed,  bore  said  colors  throughout  re- 
mainder of  engagement. 

October  20,  1891,  (\  H.  Freeman  states  1926  was  mentioned  in  General  Order 
11.  March  8,  1865,  by  Gen.  Meade. 

October  27,  1891,  not  regarded  as  sufticlent  evidence. 

Petition  signed  by  several  comrades  Two  hundretl  and  tenth  Pennsylvania 
Volunteers,  Company  K,  submitted  by  Congressman  H.  B.  Packer. 

Extracts  18(55.  regln)ental  letter  book.  Two  hundred  and  tenth  Pennsylvania. 

July  13,  1807,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  UKHlal  i«<sued  July  30,  1897. 

1926.  Day,  Charles. 

Case  No.  2138  (382354).  lied  Hill,  Ala.,  January  14,  1865.  With  less  than  200 
men  attacke<l  and  defeated  superior  force  enemy,  captured  field  piece  and 
ainnit  1(X)  prisoners  without  loss  of  one  man. 

January  21,  1893,  six  fellow  soldiers  ask  medal  for  2138:  Aug\ist  12,  1893, 
rcturjied  by  Secretary  (Jrant,  not  favorably  considered  as  constituting  con- 
spicuous gallantry,  etc. 
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August  15,  1893,  Col.  A.  M.  McClure  Assistant  Adjutant  General,  to  Gen. 
Carter  writes  for  medal.  Inclosing  letter  Lieut.  Col.  C  U.  Betts,  also  extract 
Gen.  Thomas's  reiwrt  January  20,  1865,  and  report  of  2138.  January  17,  1865. 

February  17,  1894,  assistant  Secretary'  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  February  24,  1894. 

2138.  Palmer,  William  J. 

Case  No.  2106  (2641).  Shenandoah  Valley,  A'a..  1864-65  Gallant  conduct  and 
services  as  scout  in  connection  with  capture  of  guerrilla  Harrj'  Gilraore  and 
other  daring  acts. 

June  25,  1872,  Gen.  Sheridan  asks  for  medal  for  2106. 
Indorsement:  Medal  sent  to  Gen.  Sheridan  July  3,  1872. 
One  medal  issued  July  3,  1872. 
2106.  Hart,  WiUlam  E. 

Case  No.  2118  (411640).     Rowantj^  Creek,  Va.,  February  5,  1865.     Swam  partly 

frozen  creek  under  Are  in  attempt  to  establish  a  crossing. 

March  25,  1895,  Lieut.  Col.  H.  Ganse,  Fourth  Delaware  Infantry,  incloses 
four  affidavits  and  two  certificates,  all  from  members  Fourth  Delaware  Infan- 
try, requesting  medal  for  2118. 

Resolutions  passed  by  survivors  Fourth  Delaware  Infantry  at  meeting  March 
23,  1895. 

Controversy ;  issues  medal  February  13,  1895,  to  Buckingham. 

April  2,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued*  April  8,  1895. 

2118.  Smith,  S.  Rodmond. 

(^ase  No.  2104  (501443).  Dingles  Mill,  S.  C,  April  9,  18^5.  While  on  advance 
skirmish  line,  close  fire  enemy's  artillery,  crossed  mill  race  on  burning 
bridge  and  ascertained  enemy's  position. 

December  10,  1897,  Congressman  G.  W.  Steele  applies  for  medal. 
Eictract  orders  Aprtl  12,  1865,  Col.  P.  P.  Brown,  jr. 
April  26,  1865,  Lieut.  Col.  Cooper  also  commends  in  report. 
First  order  verified,  but  second  not  on  file. 
March  22,  1898.  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  30,  1898. 
2104.  Finkenbiner,  Henry  S. 

Case  No.  2119  (471525).     Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  5-7,  1865.     Gallantry 

and  good  conduct  in  action ;  bravery  in  charge ;  reluctance  to  leave  field  after 

twice  wounded. 

August  10,  1880,  this  man  requests  medal. 

Mentioned  in  General  Orders  11,  Headquarters  Army  of  the  Potomac  for 
gallantry  and  good  conduct  in  action  February  5-7,  1865,  and  granted  25  days* 
furlough. 

Gen.  Sherman :  "  I  do  not  think  medals  go  back  to  Civil  War." 

Commanding  officer  mentions;  full  recognition. 

September  10,  1880,  medal  awarded  by  the  general  of  the  Army. 

One  medal  issued  September  16,  1880. 

2119.  Spillane,  Timothy. 

Case  No.  2153.(394848).  Fort  Stedman,  Va..  March  25,  1865.  This  man,  ob- 
serving abandoned  gun  within  Fort  Haskell,  called  for  volunteers  and  under 

heavy  fire  worked  gun  until  enemy's  line  routed. 

August  4,  1894,  Congressman  Randall  submits  letter  of  2153  for  consideration 
for  medal. 

August  13,  1894,  Secretary  Doe  advises  him  that  medals  are  not  issued  on 
personal  application  or  unsupported  statements ;  testimony  two  eyewitnesses  re- 
quired. 

February  23,  1895,  resubmitted  with  letter  of  2153. 

2153  mentioned  in  extract  Col.  G.  P.  Robinson's  report  of  March  28,  1865. 
and  May  3,  1865,  and  Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox's  report. 

January  23,  1895,  three  affidavits:  Gaylord,  Howe,  and  Eldridge,  all  of 
Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts. 

Extract  report  adjutant  general  Massachusetts  1865. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  Marrch  2,  1895. 

One  medal  issued  March  8,  1895. 

2153.  Deane,  John  M. 
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Case  No.  2139   (484147).    Evergreen,  Ala.,  March  23,  1865.    Advanced  alone 

beyond  picket  line  and  captured  three  of  enemy. 

June  1,  1897,  L.  E.  Dudley  applies  for  medal  for  2139,  supported  by  indorse- 
ments :  G.  H.  Patrick,  adjutant  Eighty-second  United  States  Colored  Troops,  and 
G.  H.  Smith,  brevet  major  general. 

June  15,  1897,  certlhcate  First  Lieut.  A.  J.  Woodman,  aid-de-camp;  also  cer- 
tificate, June  17,  1897,  B.  A.  Beals,  orderly  for  2139. 

Report  by  2139,  March  19-26,  1865,  operations  Second  Missouri  Cavalry. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  July  29,  1897. 

One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 

2139.  Sparling,   Andrew  B. 

Case  No.  2126  (356341).     Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.     First  man  to 

reach  enemy's  rifle  pits,  which  were  taken  in  charge. 

January  23,  1893,  Andrew  Lee,  D  Company,  Eighth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry. 
Commander  recommends  2126  for  medal. 

April  14,  1865,  (^ol.  S.  B.  M.  Young  commanding  brigade  mentions  2126  as 
having  preeminently  distinguished  himself. 

August  22,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary*  Grant  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  September  1,  1893. 

2126.  Vanderslice,  John  M. 

Case  No.  2124   (504890).    Appomattox  campaign,  Va.,  March  29,  to  April  9, 

1865.     Severely  wounded  Sailors  Creek  April  6  and  at  Farmville  April  7; 

refused  hospital,  remained  with  regiment;  performed  full  duties  adjutant 

upon  wounding  of  that  officer,  and  was  present  for  duty  at  Appomattox. 

January  7,  1898,  Lieut.  Col.  Cilley  applies  for  medal  for  2124  by  affidavit 
to  President  McKinley. 

April  14,  1865,  headquarters  Third  Brigade  Second  Division  Cavalry  Corps 
specifically  mentions  2124  for  marked  gallantry. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

2124.  Tobie,  Edward  P. 

Case  No.  2120,  2122  (445911).    White  Oak  Road,  Va.,  April  1,  1865. 

Made  hazardous  reconnaissance  through  timber,  preceding  Union  line  of 

battle,  signaling  troops,  and  leading  them  through  obstructions. 

April  24,  1893,  joint  affidavit  of  these  two  men. 

August  21,  1893,  Maj.  S.  P.  Gould,  Fourth  New  York  Heavy  Artillery ;  state- 
ments September  18,  1893,  Private  H.  B.  Husband,  Fourth  New  York  Heavy 
Artillery,  and  October  30,  1893,  Capt.  A.  J.  Smith,  Fourth  New  York  Heavy 
Artillery. 

January  29,  1894,  letter  Gen.  Miles. 

Application  denied   1894. 

March  31,  1896,  Congressman  Mondell  requests  reconsideratton. 

April  3,  1896,  indorsement  Gen.  Miles. 

Two  medals  issued  April  22,  1896. 

2120.  Thompson,  Allen. 

2122.  Thompson,  James. 

Case  No.  2151  (60299).    Five  Forks,  Va.,  April  1,  1865.    With  one  companion 

voluntarily    advanced    in    reconnoissance    beyond    skirmishers;    also    same 

battle  rode  to  front  with  comman<ling  general  to  encourage  wavering  troops 

to  resume  advance,  which  they  did  successfully. 

July  28,  1897,  forwards  sworn  statement  for  consideration  for  medal,  based 
on  extract  contemporaneous  reports  ot  Gen.  Warren,  18(55-1866. 

Report  Capt.  C  L.  Davis,  chief  signal  officer  Army  of  the  Potomac,  April  20, 
1865;  ample  support. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  August  13,  1897. 

One  medal  issued  September  7,  1897. 

2151.  Benyaurd.  William  H.  H. 

Case  No.  2129  (51378G).  Near  Weturapka,  Ala.,  April  13,  1865.  With  small 
detachment  to  destroy  steamboats  with  supplies  for  enemy  swam  river  under 
great  difficulties,  procured  boats,  ferried  men  across,  obtained  possession  of 
steamboats,  etc. 

July  26,  1897,  Brig.  Gen.  G.  B.  Raum  recommends ;  proof  considered  deficient. 
March  17,  1898,  Maj.  Gen.  J.  H.  Wilson  recommends  medal. 
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Ample  extracts  commendatory — contemporaneous  reports. 
Se<Tetary  Alger  awards  March  29,  1898. 
One  medal  issued  April  9,  1898. 
2129.  Weston,  John  F. 

Case  No.  2131  (341Go5).    Greensboro,  N.  C,  April,  ISGo.    With  force  75  men, 

scouting  exi)edltion,  by  judicious  disposition  of  men  surprised  and  captured 

entire  battalion  enemy  Cavalry. 

August  9,  1892,  letters  Capt.  A.  Taylor,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  and 
First  Lieut.  Charles  H.  Kirk,  Fifteenth  Pennsylvania. 

May  12,  1865,  and  May  24,  1865,  Gen.  E.  J.  Palmer,  brigade  commander,  men- 
tions 2131  in  reports  of  capture  Third  South  Carolina  Cavalry  at  Greens- 
boro and  wagon  train  ($18,000)  at  Macon. 

September  28,  1892,  Schofleld  recommends  and  Assistant  Secretary  awards 
medal. 

One  medal  Issued  October  10,  1892. 

2161.  Betts,  Charles  M. 

Case  No.  2168  (452a56).    Aiken,  S.  C,  February  11,  1865.    Voluntarily  and  at 

great  personal  risk  rescued  from  death  or  capture  Maj.  W.  C.  Stevens,  Ninth 

Michigan  Cavalry,  who  had  been  thrown  from  his  horse. 

June  15,  1896,  Congressman  Milnes  applies  for  medal  for  this  man,  supported 
by  affidavits;  Second  Lieut  J.  W.  Toban,  .Tune  6,  1896;  Maj.  J.  G.  McBride, 
May  20,  1896;  Maj.  W.  C.  Stevens,  June  3,  1896;  First  Lieut.  A.  B.  Darrah, 
April  27,  1896;  all  of  Ninth  Michigan  Cavalry. 

Extract  commendatory,  report  Col.  G.  S.  Acker,  Ninth  Michigan,  pages  8S4- 
886,  volume  42,  Rebellion  Records. 

xVssistunt  Secretary  awards  July  2,  1896. 

One  medal  issued  July  9,  1896. 

2168.  Toban,  James  W. 

Case  No.  2169  (4SB436).    Five  Forks,  Va.,  April  1,  1865.    At  critical  stage  of 

battle,  without  orders,  led  .successful  advance  upon  enemy. 

July  5,  1897,  2169  applies  for  medal. 

Same  date  writes  Secretary  of  the  Navy  J."  D.  Long ;  October  7,  1897,  Twee- 
dale,  chief  clerk  to  Secretarj^  of  War. 

Adjutant  General's  offi<5e  record  shows  no  mention  -distinguished  service 
referred  to. 

Letter  to  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Indorsed  October  13,  1897,  by  Secretary 
Alger  awarding. 

One  medal  issued  October  23,  1897. 

2169.  Blackmar,  Wilmon  W. 

Case  No.  2154  (391014).    Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.    Saved  life  of  adju- 
tant by  voluntarily  going  beyond  line  and  killing  enemy ;  assailed  by  several 
enemies ;  run  through  body  by  bayonet  and  pinned  to  ground ;  shot  and  killed 
assailant. 
June  9,  1894,  J.  L.  Bowen,  historian  Thirty-seventh  Massachusetts,  requests 

medal  for  21,54 ;  incloses  extract  of  the  history  mentioning  this  man. 
August,  1894,  affidavits  of  Maj.  A.  Hopkins  and  Adjt.  J.  S.  Bradley,  both 

Thirty-seventh  Massachusetts. 
August  16,  1894,  application  denied  by  Secretary  Lamont. 
August  24,   1894,   reconsideration   requested   and   supplementary   analytical 

report  submitted. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  August  4,  1897. 
One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 
2154.  Eddy,  Samuel  E. 

Case  No.  2165   (465689).     Fort  Blakely,  Ala.,  April  9,  1865.    Voluntarily  and 

alone,  under  heavy  fire,  obtained  valuable  information  which  led  to  assault; 

captured  300  enemy  who  would  otherwise  have  escaped. 

December  28,  1896,  Lieut.  Col.  John  B.  Gandolpho,  One  hundred  and  seventy- 
Eighth  New  York,  applies  for  medal  for  this  man ;  recommendation  Indorsed 
by  Col.  A.  J.  Smith  (major  general,  16th  Army  Corps,  commander). 

January  16,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  does  not  deem  evidence  sufficient  for 
medal. 

February  20,  1897,  Col.  Gandolpho  submits  second  application;  denied;  no 
new  facts  elicited. 
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Adjutant  Generjil's  Office  military  record,  July  3,  1897. 

Affidavit,  July  22,  1897,  of  Col.  J.  B.  Gandolpho;  Gen.  Smith  dead  and  no 
others  available. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  July  13,  1897. 
One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 

2165.  Rockefeller.  Charles  M. 

Case  No.  2166   (420028).     Dabneys  Mill,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.    Voluntarily 

remained  with  body  regimental  comipander  under  heavy  fire  after  brigade 

had  retired  and  brought  body  off  field. 

May  23,  1895,  Col,  D.  L.  Stanton,  First  Maryland  Infantry,  recommends; 
denied  June  6,  1895,  and  again  July  9,  1895. 

July  23,  1895,  affidavits  of  Col.  Stanton,  Lieut.  Col.  R.  N.  Bowerman,  Lieut. 
J/  W.  Lewis,  and  Lieut.  J.  E.  Walker,  all  of  First  Maryland  Veteran  Infantry. 

Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards  August  9,  1895. 

August  17,  1896,  G.  W.  Jones  protested  award  by  affidavit  and  Col.  Stanton 
brands  same  as  falsehoods ;  gives  statement  of  losses,  which  records  verify. 

One  medal  issued  August  13,  1895. 

2166.  SnUth,  Francis  M. 

Case  No.  2167  (394722).     Black  River,  N.  C,  March  15,  1865.     Voluntarily  and 

under  fire  rescued  comrade  from  death  by  drowning. 

August  13,  1894,  Col.  J.  C.  Parrot,  Seventh  Iowa,  requests  medal  for  this 
man,  which  Is  heartily  Indorsed  by  Gen.  G.  M.  Dodge. 

Lieut.  Col.  J.  Rule,  letter  August  10,  1894. 

Extract  report  Brig.  Gen.  E.  S.  Rice,  March  30,  1865,  commendatory. 

Acting  Secretary-  Doe  awards  Augcst  29,  1894. 

One  nledal  Issued  September  7,  1894. 

2167.  Smith,  Henry  I. 

Case  No.  2156  (933953).     Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  15,  1865.    Volunteered  to 

carry  brigade  flag  after  bearer  was  wounded. 

October  13, 1904,  2156  writes  to  Adjutant  General's  Office. 

December  13,  1904,  Congressman  Draper  applies  for  medal  for  this  man. 

January  17,  1865,  in  report  of  Lieut  Col.  J.  A.  Calvin,  One  hundred  and 
sixty-ninth  New  York  Volunteers,  2156  specifically  mentioned  for  gallantry; 

Adjutant  General's  Office  military  record,  July  3,  1897. 
also  mentioned  by  brigade  commander,  3B2D24AC. 

January  4,  1905,  Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  dissents  from  adverse  recom- 
mendation of  General  Staff  and  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  27,  1905. 

2156.  Freeman,  William  H. 

Oase  No.  2158   (382584).     Fort  Blakely,  Ala.,  April  9,  1865.    Volunteered  to 

attack  enemy's  works  in  advance  of  orders ;  made  most  gallant  assault. 

February  7,  1894,  2158  writes  to  Adjutant  General  for  medal  If  recognition 
of  services  is  merited. 

April  13,  1865,  Gen.  W.  A.  Pile  specifically  mentions  2158  in  his  report. 

April  19,  1866,  Maj.  Gen.  P.  H.  Hawkins. 

September  3, 1890,  F.  M.  Cockrell,  division  commander  in  1865. 

June  26,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  June  28,  1894. 

2158.  Merriam,  Henry  C. 

Case  No.  2160  (6278  0-86).    Petersburg,  Va.,  March  25,  1865.    Piece  artillery 
silenced  by  enemy;  voluntarily  assisted  in  working  piece;  conducted  him- 
self throughout  engagement  In  gallant  and  fearless  way. 
May  25,  1886,  2100  writes  Gen.  Abbot  about  a  medal  he  was  recommended 
for  March  25,  1865. 

Claim  amply  supported  by  true  copies  report  March  25,  1865,  First  Lieut. 
R.  Lewis,  First  Connecticut  Artillery. 

March  28,  1865,  report  Capt.  J.  M.  Deane,  Twenty-ninth  Massachusetts  Vol- 
unteers. 

Extract   from   H.   L.   Abbott's   report,   colonel   First   Connecticut  Artillery, 
period  ended  March  31,  1866,  specifically  mentioned  in  all  these  reports. 
Acting  Secretary  awards  September  25,  1886. 
One  medal  Issued  October  29,  1886. 
2160.  Murphy,  James  T. 
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Case  No.  2162  (436063).  Fort  Blakely,  Ala.,  April  9,  1865.  Voluntarily  made 
reconnoissanee  In  advance  of  line  held  by  his  regiment,  and  under  heavy  fire 
obtained  valuable  information. 

April  16,  1897.  Col.  H.  (\  Merriiim,  Seventh  Infantry,  applies  for  medal  for 
this  man. 

Additional  evidence  of  eyewitnesses  called  for. 

Statement  of  himself  and  Ser^rt.  H.  Harris,  Seventy-third  United  States 
Colored  Troops,  submitte<l  April  17,  1897. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  July  .22.  1897. 

One  medal  issued  August  3,  1897. 

2162.  Nichols,  Henry  C. 

Case  No.  2163  (501594).  Hatchers  Run.  Ta..  April  2,  1865.  While  acting  as 
aid  voluntarily  accompanied  regiment  in  assault  on  enemy's  works;  acted  as 
leader  of  movement  which  resulte<l  in  rout  of  enemy  and  capture  of  large 
numbep  of  prisoners 

December  11,  1897,  Wilson  Vance  applies  for  metlal  for  this  man,  Inclosinp 
affidavit  of  J.  L.  Parker,  first  lieutenant,  Eleventh  Regiment  Massachusetts 
Infantry,  eyewitness. 

April  15,  1865,  extract  report  Brig.  Gen.  Robert  McAllister,  Third  BHgade, 
Third  Division.  Second  Army  Corps,  commendatory  mention  of  2163. 

Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards  medal  March  22,  1898. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

2163.  Plimley,  William. 

Case  No.  2164   (405113).  Oostananla.   Oa..  April  3,  1865.     Voluntarily   swam 

river   under  heavy   fire,  secured   ferryboat,  by   means  of  which   commaDd 

crossed. 

September  16, 1895,  Attorney  T.  E.  Ryan  applies  for  medal  for  2164,  supported 
by  three  affidavits:  W.  A.  Gaunt,  Septeml)er  16,  1895;  W.  H.  McNair,  same 
date ;  all  of  One  hundred  and  forty-seventh  Illinois  Infantry. 

Regimental  conunander  compliments,  April  4.  1865,  for  bravery,  eta 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  October  18,  1805. 

One  medal  issued  October  24,  1895. 

2164.  Powers,  Wesley  J. 

Case  No.  2183  (618563).    Fort  Blakely,  Ala.,  April  9,  1865.    At  risk  of  his  life, 

saved  life  of  officer  who  had  been  shot  down  and  overpowered  by  superior 

numbers. 

Senator  Mason,  June  25,  1900,  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Affidavit  June  8,  1900,  of  2183. 

Report  of  Maj.  J.  S.  Miller,  December  30, 1865,  speciftcaHy  mentions  2183. 

Certificate  of  assistant  adjutant  general  of  State  of  Wisconsin  showing  2183 
was  commissioned  February  26,  1867.  rank  April  9,  1865. 

Ajssistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  August  8,  1900. 

2183.  Moore,  Daniel  B. 
Case  No.  2157    (473307).    Near  Dinwiddle  Courthouse,  Va.,  March  31,  1865. 

While  serving  as  a  volunteer  aid,  carried  orders  to  reserve  brigade  and  par- 
ticipated in  charge  which  repulsed  enemy. 

March  16,  1879,  applied  for  consideration  for  medal. 

Gen.  Dennis's  commendatory  order  of  June  26,  1865;  Dennis's  letter  Novem- 
ber 1,  1865,  concurred  In  by  Gen.  Meigs. 

September  10,  1897,  affidavit  of  2157. 

September  17,  1897,  Secretary  .\lger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  September  23.  1S97. 

2157.  King,  Horatio  C. 
Case  No.  2155  (310358).     Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  April  2.  1865.     VoluntarUy  passed 

out  between  lines  under  heavy  fire  and  obtained  important  information. 

December  20,  1801.  T.  S.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  requests  medal 
for  this  man;  supported  by  certificate  October  16,  1891,  of  Maj.  W.  Lyman, 
1'enth  Vermont. 

Letter  October  1,  1891,  :Maj.  Gen.  Birney. 

May  14,  1805,  this  man  was  reconmiended  by  Gen.  R.  H.  Jackson  for  major 
brevet  for  gallantry,  etc. 

March  14,  1892,  Schotield  recommends  and  the  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  March  24,  1892. 

2155.  Evans,  Ira  H. 
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Case  No.  2178   (475400).     Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.     Removed  severely 

wounded  officers  and  soldiers  from  field  under  heavy  fire,  exposing  himself 

beyond  the  call  of  duty ;  example  of  most  distinguished  gallantry. 

April  5,  1897,  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  indorsements  of  Gen.  Curtin,  March 
80,  1897;  Capt.  Cheesman,  April  2,  1897;  Pvt.  Joseph  Taylor,  Capt  Hoskins, 
Capt.  Ogden,  Capt.  Bohannan. 

Record  Adjutant  General's  OflSce. 

.Tuly  16,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  21,  1897. 

2178.  Blackwood,  William  R.  D. 

Case  No.  2176    (377466).     Fort  Blakely  Ala.,   April  9,  1865.     First   to  enter 

enemy's    works    through    embrasure    against    strong   fire   of    artillery    and 

infantry. 

June  17,  1892,  letter  requesting  consideration  for  medal. 

November  15,  1893,  again  applies  for  medal,  supported  by  seven  certificates. 

Ex-(5ov.  Oglesby,  August  25,  1892,  submits  commendatory  report. 

Statement  of  Gen.  J.  C.  Veach  November  15,  1863. 

EiXtract  from  report  of  Gen.  E.  S.  Dennis,  April,  1865,  and  Col.  Joseph  W. 
Sheetz,  commends  in  his  report,  April,  1865. 

Schofield  recommends  award  December  9,  1893,  on  which  the  Secretary  of 
War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  .lanuary  15,  1894. 

2176.  Wheaton,  Lloyd. 

Case  No.   2174    (475215).     Fort  Blakely,   Ala.,   April  9,  1865.     While  acting 

regimental  quartermaster  requested  assignment  to  company;  was  assigned, 

and  was  one  of  first  to  lead  his  men  into  enemy's  works. 

Report  of  The  Adjutant  General  April  9,  1897,  and  supplemental  report 
February  12,  1898. 

Applies  for  medal  April,  1897. 

Statement  Silas  Morey,  Thirty-seventh  Illinois  Infantry. 

Aflidavit  of  2174 ;  also  letter  February  9,  1898. 

Nothing  in  Adjutant  General's  records  showing  distinguished  service  men- 
tioned. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

2174.  Payne,  Thomas  L. 

Case  No.   1913    (488885).     Fort  Harrisoii,  Va.,   September  29,   1864.     While 

acting  as  aide,  carrying  important  message,  severely  wounded  and  horse 

killed,  but  delivered  order  and  rejoined  his  general. 

July  28,  1897,  1913  requests  medal ;  sworn  to  November  3,  1B97. 

Wounded  at  Chapin's  farm,  Virginia,  September  29,  1864. 

November  4,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  19,  1897. 

1913.  Home,  Samuel  B.,  Company  F,  Eleventh  Regiment  Connecticut  Vol- 
unteers. I 

Case  No.  1907  (20120).    Trevilian  Station,  Va.,  June  22,  1864.    Distinguished 

gallantry. 

November  19,  1891,  Gen.  W.  Merritt  asks  for  medal  for  1907. 

Commendatory  mention  of  this  man  in  extract  reports  of  Gen.  Torbert, 
July  4,  1864,  and  Gen.  Merritt,  June  26,  1864,  support  award. 

December  3,  1891,  Acting  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  6,  1892.  ^ 

1907.  Williston,  Edward  B.,  Third  Regiment  United  States  Artillery. 

Case  No.  1909  (468689).    Buzzards  Roost,  Ga.,  May  11,  1864.    Seized  shell  with 

fuse  burning  that  had  fallen  in  the  ranks  of  his  company;  threw  it  into 

stream,  thereby  probably  saving  the  lives  of  his  comrades. 

January  28,  1897,  letter  of  Col.  J.  M.  Klrby,  requesting  medal  for  this  man. 

Betumed  for  additional  evidence. 

July,  1897,  affidavit  of  Corpl.  Yeager,  Sergt.  Huber,  and  Corpl.  Van  Nest, 
all  of  the  One  hundred  and  first  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

July  26,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  3,  1897. 

1909.  Yeager,  Jacob  F.,  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  first  Ohio  Volunteer 
Infantry. 
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Case  No.  1904  (527950).    Near  Atlanta,  Ga.,  July  21,  1864.    Severely  wounded 

in  charge ;  remained  with  regiment  until  again  wounded,  losing  leg. 

March  4,  1870,  writes  to  Congressman  Washburn  in  regard  to  medal. 

Letter  of  November  15,  1866,  asking  for  brevet  commission  by  Col.  Proudfit 
for  this  man. 

IVIarch  5,  1870,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1870. 

1904.  Truell,  Edwin  M.,  Company  E,  Twelfth  Wisconsin  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1919  (405206).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Planted  flag  upon  para- 
pet while  enemy  still  occupied  line ;  first  regiment  to  enter  works. 
January  16,  1895.  Congressman  C.  H.  Page's  letter  for  medal  for  this  man; 
also  letter  of  No.  1919  dated  February  12,  1895. 

This  man  was  on  list  specifically  recommended  for  medal  April  18,  1865;  ap- 
proved by  conmianding  general  and  adjutant  general. 

Col.  E.  H.  Rhodes,  regimental  commander,  states  he  recommended  No.  1919 
for  medal. 

Specifically  mentioned  by  Col.  Edwards,  volume  46,  Series  I,  l*art  I,  page  944, 
and  by  Col.  Rhodes,  volume  43,  Series  I,  part  I,  page  190. 
February  26,  1895.  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  2,  1895. 

1919.  Bahcock,  William  J.,  Company  E,  Second  Regiment  Rhode  Island  Vol- 
unteers. 

Case  No.  1910   (506547).     Trevilian  Station,  Va.,  June  11,  1864.     Voluntarily 

carried  message  which  stopped  firing  of  Union  battepy  into  his  regiment; 

crossed  ridge  in  plain  view  and  swept  by  fire  both  armies. 

January  17. 1898,  requests  medal,  accompanied  by  letters,  as  follows :  January 
10,  1898.  Gen.  Gregg;  December  17,  1897,  MaJ.  Weed;  and  December  4,  1897, 
Sergt.  Maj.  D.  P.  Norton. 

March  22,  1898,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  1,  1898. 

1910.    Farnsworth,  Herbert  E.,  Tenth  New  York  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

Case  No.  1916  (410617).    Reatns  Station,  Va.,  June  29,  1864.    While  acting  as 

aid  voluntarily  carried  dispatches  from?  commanding  general  to  (Jen.  Meade, 

forcing  way  with  single  troop  cavalry  through  infantry  division  of  enemy  in 

most  distinguished  manner,  though  he  lost  half  his  escort. 

Ft  bruary  27,  1895,  letter  Gen.  J.  W.  Wilson  recommends  medal  for  this  man. 

Special  Order  135,  September  15,  1864,  specifically  mentions. 

Official  report  June,  1864,  Gen.  Wilson,  pages  623,  628,  Series  I,  volume  40, 
Part  I. 

Gen.  Humphrey's  report,  page, 495,  Series  I,  volume  40,  Part. 

( ?) 

March  22,  1890,  Secretary  Alcrer  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898. 

1916.  , ,  First  Connecticut  Volunteer  Cavaliy. 

Case  No.  2495  (401425).    Camden,  N.  C,  April  19, 1862.    Drummer  boy,  15  years 
of  age,  voluntarily  and  under  heavy  fire,  went  to  aid  of  wounded  ofllcer,  pro- 
cured medical  assistance,  and  aided  in  carrying  hiro  to  place  safety. 
November  24,  1894,  applies  fcr  medal ;  advised  to  furnish  evidence. 
December  20, 1804,  second  letter  incloses  Lieut.  T.  L.  Bartholomew's,  adjutant, 

Ninth  New  York,  recommendation,  dated  December  4,  1894. 
December  19,  1894,  aflfidavit  J.  T.  Miller,  sergeant,  Ninth  New  York,  and 

newspaper  clippings,  date  not  given. 

Adjutant  GeneraVs  OfRce  record,  December  29,  1894. 
January  3,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  January  7,  1895. 
2495.  Langbein,  J.  C.  JuUus. 

Case  No.  2421  (5428  A-84).    Sioux  campaign,  1876.    Carried  dispatches  to  Fort 

Buford. 

March  18.  1SS4,  applicant  writes  Gen.  Otis,  who  states  he  is  entitled  to  cer- 
tificate of  merit,  and  highly  commends. 

Gen.  Sheridnn,  June  19,  1884,  states  certificate  of  merit  is  for  private  soldier 
only. 

October  9,  1884,  242^1  reriuests  medal. 
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Secretary  of  War  January  9,  1884.  awards. 
One  meclal  issued  November  19,  1884. 
2421.  Schon.  Julius.     . 

Case  No.  2171   (452217).     Farraville,  Va.,  April  7.  1865.     Regiment  surprised 

and  nearly  overwhelmed ;  dashed  forward,  under  lire,  reached  right  of  regi- 
ment, and  prevented  disaster  that  was  imminent. 

Applies  for  me<lal  June  8,  1896;  incloses  sworn  statements. 

Affidavit  Col.  William  A.  Corrie,  Eighth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry  (signed  by 
mark)>  September  2,  1896. 

September  18,  1897,  letter  A.  W.  Slack  to  Congressman  Harmer;  also  letter 
applicant  to  same. 

AiHdavits  of  Surg.  S.  B.  Lightner  and  Lieut,  and  Commissary  Frank  In  man. 

August  7,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  denied  medal,  but  stating  that  it  was  evident 
this  qian  was  brave  soldier. 

Col.  W.  A.  Corry  formal  statement  April  22,  1897. 

Congressman  Bingham  requests  reconsideration ;  Congressman  Harmer  re- 
quested by  A.  M.  Slack.  August  9,  1897,  to  again  submit  case  to  Secretary  of 
W'ar. 

October  20,  1897,  Alger  in  consideration  of  fact  that  this  man  was  commissary 
sergeant  and  noncombatant,  former  action  reversed  and  medal  awarded. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1897. 

2171.  Galloway,  John. 

Case  No.  2514  (5788^77).     Malvern  Hill,  Va.,  August  6,  1862.     Remained  on 
duty  while  sufToring  from  an  acute  Illness  and  very  weak;  participated  In 
action  of  that  date.    Had  been  transferred  to  staff  corps,  but  preferred  re- 
ma  Inihg  until  close  of  campaign,  taking  part  in  several  actions. 
May  28,  1897,  2514  applies  for  medal. 
Military  record  Adjutant  General's  Office,  July  2,  1897. 
June  17,  1897,  letter  C.  A.  Woodruff,  major  Second  Artillery. 
Extract  reports,  commendatory,  July  7,  1862,  Lieut.  Col.  Hays,  Capt.  J.  M. 

Robertson,  Second  Artillery,  and  Gen.  A.  Pleasanton,  August,  1862. 
July  3,  1897,  Secretary  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  issued  July  3,  1897. 
2514.  Wilson.  John  M. 

Case  No.  2180  (503928).    Amelia  Springs.  Va.,  April  5,  1865.    Under  severe  fire 

of  enemy  and  troops  in  retreat,  went  between  lines  to  assistance  of  wounded 

and  helpless  comrade ;  rescued  him  from  death  or  capture. 

December  13,  1897,  and  January  4,  1898,  sworn  statement  in  full  of  Eugene 
Van  Buren,  the  rescued  comrade,  giving  details  and  requesting  medal  for  2180. 

January  8,  1898,  Adjutant  GeneraFs  record  shows  clear  case. 

March  28,  1898,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

2180.  Chandler,  Stephen  E. 

Case  No.  2182  (395671).    Dabneys  Mill,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.     Sprang  between  . 

lines  and  brought  out  wounded  comrade  about  to  be  burned  in  brush. 

August  18,  1894,  Chauncey  F.  Black  applies  for  medal  for  2182  and  submits 
documents  relating  to  further  application  of  friends  of  2182. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  application  T.  F.  McCoy,  late  colonel  One 
hundred  and  seventh  Pennsylvania,  In  which  he  says :  "  This  young  son  of  Ire- 
land showed  his  attachment  to  adopted  country  by  enlisting  at  14  as  a  drummer 
boy,  etc.  *  *  *  i  esteem  him  as  one  of  the  most  reliable  and  gallant  men 
in  battle  that  I  had  In  my  command." 

Adjutant  General's  record  clean. 

One  medal  Issued  August  29,  1894. 

2182.  Delaney,  John  C. 

Case  No.  2512  (431755).     Wilsons  Croek,  Mo.,  August  10,  1861.     Displayed  con- 
spicuous coolness  and  heroism  in  rallying  troops  recoiling  under  heavy  fire. 
August  21,  1895,  applies  for  medal;  Incloses  statements  of  First  Lieut.  Fish, 

First  Missouri,  dated  August  21,  1895. 

Gen.  John  C.  Fremont,  August  13,  1861,  specially  mentions  this  man  for  zeal 

and  courage. 

Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1895. 

2512.  Wherry,  William  M. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


396  GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

Case  No.  2517   (1028524).     Tallahatchie  River,  Miss.,  August  7,  1864.    One  of 
four  volunteers,  swam  river  under  fire  of  enemy  sharpshooters ;  brought  over 
ferryboat,  by  which  troops  crossed  and  dislodged  enemy  from  strong  position. 
June  19. 1895,. applies  for  medal,  inclosing  copy  order  dated  August  8, 1864. 
Lieut.  Col.  Brown,  Aug.  15,  1864.  commends  this  man  in  general  order. 
July  7,  1905,  Gen.  Bates  approves. 
One  medal  issued  August  24,  1905. 

2517.  Porter,  Ambrose. 

Case  No.  2518   (574146).    Fort  Wagner,  S.  C,  July  18,  1863.     Color  sergeant 

shot  down,  grasped  flhg,  led  way  to  parapet,  and  planted  colors  thereon. 

When  troops  fell  back,  brought  off  flag ;  twice  severely  wounded. 

January  15,  1900,  C.  A.  Fleetwood,  sergeant  major  Fourth  U.  S.  C.  T.,  re- 
quests medal  for  this  man ;  cites  various  reports  and  incloses  three  affidavits. 

Col.  Hallowell,  Fifty-fourth  Massachusetts,  specifically  mentions  in » report 
dated  November  7,  1863. 

One  medal  issue<l  May  23,  1900. 

2518.  Carney,  William  H. 

Case  No.  2519   (335869^93).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    Took 

colors  as  they  fell  from  wounded  color  bearer,  carried  them  in  charge. 

Indorsement  on  discharge,  dated  May  31,  1863,  notes  taking  of  colors  in  hot- 
test part  of  engagement;  signed  by  Col.  Bayne,  One  hundred  and  thirty-sixtb 
Pennsylvania  Regiment.  Additional  evidence  February  25,  1893,  by  captain 
Company  A,  One  hundred  and  thirty-sixth  Pennsylvania :  "  Did  not  see  incident, 
but  knew  facts." 

June  23,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  concurs  in  Schofield's  recommendation, 
"  Medal  honor  not  necessary." 

August,  1883,  Grant  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  Aug;ust  21,  1893. 

2519.  Petty,  Philip. 

Case  No.  2508    (491499  and  495414).     Blackbums  Ford,  Va.,  July  18,  186L 
Remained  in  action  when  part  of  regiment  broke  in  disorder ;  Joined  another 
company ;  fought  with  it  throughout  remainder  of  engagement. 
Application  August  26,  1897,  for  medal  In  form  of  sworn  statement;  medal 
denied ;  additional  evidence  asked  for 

October  11,  1897,  late  Lieut.  J.  B.  Foote,  Twelfth  New  York  Volunteers,  sub- 
mits report,  on  which  Secretary  Alger  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  October  23,  1897. 
2508.  Rand,  Charles  F. 

Case  No.  2184  (1077871).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.    Under  heavy 

fire,  carried  off  field  officer  severely  wounded;  also  led  charge  on  enemy's 

rifle  pits. 

Claim  based  on  General  Order  11,  headquarters  Army  of  the  Potomac, 
March  8, 1865,  specifically  mentioned  2184  under  name  of  "  Clark." 

One  medal  issued  January  3,  1906. 

2184.  Sagelhurst,  John  Christopher. 

Case  No.  2516  (709653).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1. 1863.    While  engaged  repelling 

enemy  attack  received  severe  wound  in  right  arm;  remained  at  front  in 

command  of  regiment. 

May  1,  1902,  Col.  Stone,  brigade  commander,  in  letter  requests  medal. 

December  24,  1902,  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard's  letter. 

Adjutant  General's  record  January  10,  1903,  gives  commendatory  extracts 
from  contemporaneous  reports  of  Col.  Wister,  Gen.  T.  A.  Rowley,  and  Gen. 
Doubleday. 

General  Staff  memorandum  December  28,  1904,  adverse  consideration. 

December  29,  1904,  Gen.  Gillespie  states  under  law  and  regulations  does  not 
seem  possible  to  award. 

Gen.  Chaffee,  December  31,  1904,  recommends  medal  on  ground  of  reports 
showing  special  gallantry  in  battle. 

Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  27, 1905. 

2516.  Huidekoper,  Henry  S. 
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Case  No.  2507  (270816).    Savage  StaUon,  Va.,  June  29,  1862.    I^ed  regiment  on 

eneniy*s  battery,  silenced  guns,  held  position  against  overwhelming  numbefs, 

and  covered  retreat  of  Second  Army  Corps. 

December  4,  1890,  applies  for  medal,  inclosing  letters  of  Heeley,  Sixty-ninth 
Regiment,  dated  November  29,  1890 ;  also  two  letters,  Brig.  Gen.  B.  W.  Bums, 
August  1,  1883,  and  December  1, 1890. 

Nothing  in  Adjutant  General's  record  showing  distinctive  service. 

Schofield,  February  9,  1891,  recommends  medal,  which  Assistant  Secretary 
of  War,  after  personally  reviewing  case,  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  February  18,  1891. 

2507.  Qulnlan,  James. 

Case  No.  2511   (470942).     Bull  Run,  Va.,  August  30.  1862.     Under  heavy  fire 
voluntarily  carried  Information  to  battery  commander  which  enabled  him  to 
save  guns  from  capture.    Severely  wounded,  refused  to  go  to  hospital,  par- 
ticipated in  remainder  campaign. 
August  27,  1897,  Adjutant  General's  brtef. 
February  18,  1897,  Neuber,  of  the  same  company,  requests  medal  for  2511; 

later  furnishes  statement  from  four  other  members. 
August  27,  1897,  George  W.  Davis,  in  opinion,  considers  2511  to  have  fully 

earned  medal. 

Secretary  Alger  awards  August  27,  1897. 
One  medal  Issued  September  17,  1897. 
2511.  Webb,  Jamea 

Case  No.  2510  (27624-92).     Texas,  December  30,  1891.     Carrying  dispatches, 

attacked  party  of  three  armed  men,  secured  papers  valuable  to  United  States. 

March  2,  1892,  Capt.  Bourke,  Third  Cavalry,  recommends  for  medal;  Gen. 
Stanley  indorses,  March  9,  1892,  approving  recommendation  for  medal. 

Schofield,  April  14,  1892,  recommends  medal ;  Grant  awards  on  recommenda- 
tion. 

One  medal  issued  April  25, 1892. 

2510.  Walker,  Allen. 

Case  No.  2515  (1370171).    Cedar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.    Voluntarily  led 

charge  across  bridge  against  lines  of  enemy. 

April  21,  1908,  applies  for  medal;  well  supported  by  extracts  contempora- 
neous records  of  T.  C.  Devin,  August,  1863-1865 ;  Col.  Fitzhugh,  March  19, 1865. 

May  17,  1908,  Acting  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  1,  1908. 

2515.  Blunt,  John  W. 

Ca.se  No.  1551  (409609).    Port' Hudson,  La.,  July  4,  1863.    Voluntarily  exposed 

himself  to  heavy  fire  to  get  water  for  comrades  In  rifle  pits. 

March  2,  1895,  applies  for  medal.  Inclosing  affidavit  W.  H.  Hurd,  lieutenant, 
Flftiefh  Massachusetts  Infantry,  company  commander. 

Testimony  of  eyewitnesses  asked  for. 

July  4,  1863,  newspaper  clipping. 

Certificate,  Thaddeus  Giles,  private,  Fiftieth  Massachusetts,  submitted. 

(Certificate  (not  dated). 

October  28,  1895,  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  November  2,  1895. 

1551.  Hanna,  Marcus  A. 

Case  No.  1548  (508474).    Port  Hudson,  La.,  June  14,  1863.     Two  trips  across 

open  space  swept  by  enemy  fire,  secured  water  for  sick  and  wounded. 

February  7,  1898,  Congressman  Hill  applies  for  medal,  giving  statements  of 
1548,  July  30,  1897 ;  Capt.  George  W.  Middleton,  July  31,  1897 ;  Charles  Hoehl, 
October  18,  1897;  letter  Chaplain  Richard  Wheatley,  Twenty-eighth  Connecti- 
cut, January  30,  1897. 

Affidavits  of  George  Middleton,  July  31,  1897 ;  Hoehl  and  Fox. 

Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards  March  22.  1898. 

One  medal  Issued  April  1,  1898. 

1548.  Fox,  Nicholas. 

Case  No.  2499  (465061).  Wilsons  Creek,  Mo.,  August  10,  1861.  Captured  rider- 
less horse  between  lines,  under  fire,  hitched  It  to  piece  of  artillery  and  saved 
gun  from  capture. 
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Senator  Gear  submits  application  for  medal  December  22,  1896. 
J*oint  affidavits  by  Holcamp  and  Knoup,  January  12,  1897,  comrades. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards  February  9,  1897.^ 
One  medal  issued  February  16,  1897. 
2499.     Bouquet,  Nicliolas. 

Case  No.  2513    (9228-87).     Champion  Hill  or   Hakers  Crei^k.  Miss.,  May  16, 

1863.     Badly  wounded  in  breast,  captured  bis  captor  and  brought  him  into 

camp. 

September  28,  1887,  applies  for  medal,  jriving  extracts  from  contemporaneous 
recommendations  May  18,  1863,  Col.  Slack,  brigadier  general,  commnnding. 

One  medal  issued  Noveu»ber  17,  1887. 

2513.     Wilhelm,  George. 

Case  No.  2593  (343105).  Tientsin,  (^hina,  July  13,.  1900.  Although  previdusly 
wouudeil  while  carrying  comrade  to  place  of  safety,  rejoined  oonminiul,  re- 
mained after  ctmnnand  withdrawn,  keeping  up  lire  until  shot  olT  this  pjsltlon 
by  enemy. 

June  13,  1903.  applicant  cites  recoum.endation  for  medal ;  forwarded,  aiv 
proved  by  Col.  C  F.  Kobe. 

Original  recommendation  July  19,  1900,  Lieut.  W.  H.  Waldron,  Ninth  In- 
fantry, concurred  in  by  Maj.  J.  M.  I>ee  and  Lieut.  Col.  CJoolldge. 

July  15,  1903,  brevet  board  recommends  mention  in  orders;  approved  Sep- 
tember 3,  1903.  by  Gen.  Young,  C.  S. 
A  medal  appears  to  have  been  awarded. 
One  medal  issued  June  7,  1913. 

2593.  Von  Schllck,  Robert  H. 

Case  No.  2592   (347495).     Peking,  China,  April  14,  1900.     Gallant  and  djirinjj 

conduct  In  pre.sence  of  his  colonel ;  was  first  to  scale  wall  of  clt>'. 

September  11,  19(X),  Col.  Daggett,  Fourteenth  Infantry,  recommends  medal; 
incloses  report  of  Lieut.  J.  F.  Gohns,  September  11,  19(X). 

Recommended  for  medal  by  board  of  officers,  China  Exi>edition ;  report  Oeiu 
Chaffee.  October  16,  1900. 

Gen.  J.  H.  Wilson  and  Gen.  Chaffee  concur  in  recommendations  for  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1902. 

2592.  Titus,  Calvin  Pearl,  musician. 

(Mse  No.  2594  (268026).    Santiago,  Cuba,  July  1,  1898.    Left  cover,  and  under 

fire,  rescued  wounded  comrade  from  drowning. 

March  15,  1899,  Second  Lieut.  J.  C.  Smith.  Ninth  United  States  Infantrjr 
makes  report  and  reconmiendatlon. 

Col.  T.  A.  Baldwin,  Se.venth  Cavalry,  recommends,  also  Col.  Whltslde. 

:May  5,  1899,  affidavit  of  Blacksmith  C.  Parker. 

One  medal  Issued  July  3,  1902. 

2594.  Baker,  Edward  L.,  jr. 

Case  No.  2587  (309882).    Near  Imus,  Luzon,  P.  I..  November  20,  1899.    Carr.vin? 

Important  orders,  desperately  wounded,  unable  to  walk,  crawled  and  delivered 

orders. 

November  20,  1899,  Lieut.  H.  N.  Way,  Fourth  infantry,  recommends  medal; 
supported  by  affidavit  and  certificate  two  eyewitnesses. 

Recommended  by  Capt.  Cowles,  Col.  Price,  Col.  Daggett,  and  Gen.  Hall. 

November  13,  1900,  Philippine  Board  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  25,  1902. 

2587.  Wetherby,  John  C. 

Case  No.  2590   (475978).     Tientsin,  China,  July  13,  1900.     While  under  fire 

rescued  two  of  his  men  from  drowning. 

July  19,  1900,  Maj.  J.  M.  Lee,  Ninth  Infantry,  recommends  medal ;  concurred 
in  by  Lieut.  Col.  Coolidge,  Ninth  Infantry. 

March  5,  1903,  Gen.  Miles's  letter. 

July  35,  1903,  Brevet  Board   ((Ten.  Young,  president)  recommended  medal- 
August  29,  1903,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  is-sued  September  15,  1903. 

2590.  Brewster,  Andr6  W. 
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Case  No.  2591  (363587  and  343103).    Tientsin,  China,  July  13,  1900.    Carried 

message,  guided  reinforcements  across  wide  fire-swept  space ;  tlirice  wounded. 

July  20,  1900,  Ma j.t  J.  M.  Lee,  Ninth  Infantry,  recommends  medal ;  concurred 
in  by  Lieut.  Col.  Coolidge,  Nintli  Infantry,  regiment  commander. 

Novenil>er  6,  1900,.  (ien.  Cliaffee  submits  report  of  board:  Col.  Robe,  Maj.  A. 
Rodgers,  and  Lieut.  Julian  R.  Lindsey,  on  brevets  and  medals  China  Expedi- 
tion, 2591  reconmiended  for  medal. 

One  mtHial  issued  March  11,  1902. 

2591.  Lawton,  Louis  B. 

Case  No.  2584  (3203^5).     Tinuba,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  March  4,  1900.     Shot  at  from 

ambush,  companion  severely  wounded ;  tired  upon  enemy,  put  them  to  rout ; 

removed  wounde<l  officer  from  path;  returned  to  town  for  assistance. 

March  4,  1900,  Capt.  J.  M.  Sigworth,  Ninth  Infantry,  recommends  medal; 
concurred  in  by  Lieut.  Col.  Coolidge  and  Col.  E.  H.  Liscum. 

March  10,  1900,  Gen.  McArthur  believes  not  suitable  case  for  medal;  no  eye- 
witnesses. 

April  26,  1900,  on  Gen.  Mlles*s  recommendation,  Secretary  of  War  Root 
awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  25,  1900. 

2584.  Wallace,  George  W. 

Case  No.  2585  (391238).     Between  Calubus  and  Magalong,  P.  I.,  November  5, 

1899.  Alone  and  unaided  charged  body  of  15  insurgents,  dislodging  them, 
.  killing  four  and  wounding  several.^ 

January  10,  1901,  Capt.  T.  H.  Slavens,  quartermaster,  recommends  medal ;  no 
other  witnesses. 

Philippine  Board,  June  2,  1901,  recommends  certificate  merit. 

One  medal  issued  March  15,  1902. 

2585.  Weaver,  Amos. 

Case  No.  2586  (1218292).    La  Paz,  Leyte,  P.  I.,  December  5,  1906.    With  right 

arm  cut  open  by  bolo,  went  to  assist  wounded  comrade  and  soldier  who  wer6 

surrounded  by  40  Pulajanes;  using  rifle  as  club,  beat  back  assailants  and 

rescued  his  party. 

June  18,  1907,  Capt.  S.  V.  Ham,  Eighth  Infantry,  submits  report  and  recom- 
mends medal ;  concurred  in  by  Col.  C.  P.  Terrett ;  supported  by  two  affidavits 
and  one  certificate. 

'    Philippine  Board  recommends  medal  for  act  of  "  supert>  and  unexampled 
gallantry." 

September  1,  1908,  Adjutant  General's  Office  records  on  case. 

Oliver  awards  medal  September  10,  1908. 

One  medal  Issued  October  10,  1908. 

2586.  Weld,  Seth  L. 

Case  No.  2624  (1903216).     Agua  Prieta,  Mexico,  April  13,  1911.    Crossed  field 

of  fire  to  obtain  permission  of  commander  to  receive  surrender  surrounded 

forces  Mexican  federals  and  escort  such  forces,  together  with  five  Americans 

held  as  prisoners,  to  American  line. 

April  4,  1912,  Second  Lieut.  L.  Moore  recommends  medal. 

March  26,  1912,  affidavit  Charles  M.  McKean. 

Aprtl  8,  1912,  Sergt.  F.  Strather  affidavit  and  Sergt.  H.  B.  MclNIanles,  Com- 
pany K,  First  Cavalry. 

Lieut.  L.  Moore  affidavit  April  3,  1913. 

Lieut.  Col.  John  Gardner  recommends  approval ;  Gen.  Mares  considers  con- 
duet  highly  meritorious. 

June  20.  1912,  Judge  Advocate  General  Crowder's  opinion. 

One  medal  issued  November  23,  1912. 

2624.  Gaujot,  Julien  E. 

Case  No.  2582  (2022339).    Near  Nasugbu,  Batangas,  P.  I.,  November  23,  1901. 

Pursuit  band  insurgents,  galloped  forward  to  their  confusion  until  arrival 

of  others  of  detachment,  thus  presumably  saving  his  men. 

March  26,  1913,  applicant  cites  recommendation  of  J.  E.  Meade  March  29, 
1903,  for  medal. 

April  18,  1913,  Board  Gen.  Mills,  Garlingtf>n  and  Lieut.  Russell :  proceedings 
approved  by  Gen.  Wood  April  30,  1913,  recommended  medal. 

One  medal  issued  May  19,  1913. 

2582.  Van  Schaick,  Louis  J. 
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Case  No.  2583  (387607).     Near  Taal,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  January  18,  1900.    Under 

heavy  fire  rescued  dying  comrade  sinking  beneath  water. 

May  8,  1900,  Maj.  W.  H.  Johnston,  Forty-sixth  Infantry,  necommends  medal; 
supported  by  certificate.  Lieut.  Sweet  and  two  afiidavlts;  approved  by  CoL 
Schuyler,  Gen.  Hall,  and  Gen.  Bates. 

Philippine  Board,  November  17,  1900,  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1902. 

2583.  Walker,  Frank  O. 

Case  No.  2577   (01060).     TuUahan  River,  P.  I.,  March  25,  1899.     Voluntarily 

exposed  himself  to  fire  of  enemy,  and  went  wltli  four  men  to  relief  of  two 

wounded  Filipinos ;  personally  carried  one  to  place  of  safety. 

October  6,  1906,  Capt.  Lloyd  England,  Artillerj'  (Jorps,  refers  to  his  report 
of  March  25,  1899;  refers  to  medal  recommendation  for  2577;  indorsed  by 
Maj.  Kobbe,  Third  Artillery,  and  Gen.  Wheaton,  April  19,  1899;  recommended 
brevet;  Gen.  MacArthur  concurring. 

Extracts  from  contemporareous  reimrts;  all  commendatory. 

March  26,  1901,  Philippine  Board  recommended  brevet. 

October  24,  1906,  Acting  Secretary  Oliver  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issueil  November  22,  1906. 

2577.  Shiels,  George  F. 

Case  No.  2578   (38809^).     Near  Paete,  Luztm,  P.  I.,  April  12,  1899.     Sinple- 

handed   and  alone  defended  dead   and   wounded  comrades   against  greatly 

superior  force. 

June  20,  1899,  Maj.  J.  H.  Fralne  recommends  medal ;  two  affidavits  June  18, 
1899.  Lieut.  T.  H.  Tharalson  and  May  31,  1899,  Capt.  Fralne,  First  North 
Dakota  Volunteers. 

Approved  by  Lieut.  Col.  Treumann,  First  North  Dakota;  Gen.  R.  H.  Hall 
and  Gen.  Lawton  approves  and  earnestly  recommends  July  3,  1899. 

November  13,  1900,  Philippine  Board  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  March  11,  1902. 

2578.  Slettleland,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  2579   (320524).     Passl,  Island  of  Panay,  P.  I..  November  26,  1899. 

While  crossing  river  face  enemy,  saved  from  drowning  an  enlisted  man  of 

regiment. 

January  15,  1900,  Maj.  J.  F.  Huston,  Nineteenth  Infantry,  reports  incident; 
two  certificates ;  February,  1900,  self  and  Lieut.  G.  L.  Hicks,  and  one  affidavit 
February  8,  1900,  Pvt.  Aiken. 

January  15,  1900,  Gen.  R.  P.  Hughes  recommends,  and  on  €ren.  Miles'  recom- 
mendation, April  26,  1900 ;  Secretary  Root  awards  May  15,  1900. 

One  medal  issued  June  26, 1900. 

2579.  Stewart,  George  E. 

Case  No.  2573  (436960).    Near  Zapote  River,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  June  13.  1899.    With 

nine  men  volunteered  to  hold  advanced  position  against  terrific  fire  of  enemy, 

estimated  1,000  strong.    Taking  rifle  from  wounded  man,  killed  five  of  enemy. 

October  17,  1899,  Gen.  H.  W.  Lawton's  report  of  engagement  and  recommends 
specifically. 

May  27,  1902,  letter  of  mother  of  2573. 

Brevet  board  recommended  medal. 

July  24,  1902,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  24,  1902. 

2573.  Sage,  WilUam  H. 

Case  No.  2.574  (391234).  Carlg,  P.  L,  September  14,  1900.  With  22  men  de- 
feated  400  insurgents,  killing  36  and  wounding  90. 

March  31, 1901,  Capt.  T.  M.  Moody,  Sixteenth  Infantry,  recommends  for  medal. 
Two  affidavits  accompanying. 

Approved  by  Maj.  Whitall,  Sixteenth  Infantry ;  Col.  Hood  and  Gen.  Wheaton. 
Philippine  board  recommends  medal. 
One  medal  issued  ^larch  10,  1902. 

2574.  Schroeder,  Henry  F. 

Case  No.  2575  (503671).  Fort  Pitacus,  Mindanao,'  P.  I.,  May  i  1903. 
Distlnguislied  gallantry  leading  assault  under  heavy  fire  from  enemy, 
maintaining  alone  position  on  parapet  after  first  three  men  who  followed 
had  been  killed  or  wounded,  until  foothold  was  gained  by  others  and  capture 
place  assured. 
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Memorandum  report  General  Staff  April  18,  1904. 

Gen.  J.  J.  Pershing  recommended  medal;  concurred  in  by  regimental  com- 
mander, Philippine  board,  and  Gen.  Wade. 
Chaplain  G.  D.  Rice,  Twenty-seventh  Infantry,  April  27,  1904,  recommends. 
One  medal  issued  June  9,  1904. 
2575.  Shaw,  George  C. 

Case  No.  2558  (337054).     HilouKas,  Leyte,  P.  I.,  May  6,  1900.     Charged  occupied 

bastion,  saving  life  of  officer  in  hand-to-hand  conflict,  destroying  enemy. 

September  11,  1900.  Maj.  L.  C.  Andrews,  Forty-third  Infantry,  recommends 
medal ;  approved  by  (Jen.  Hughes  and  Col.  Murray. 

Statement  Capt.  L.  E.  Polk,  Forty-third  Infantry. 

Two  aflidavits.  Sands  and  Newman. 

Philippine  Board,  ^larch  24,  1901,  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1902. 

2558.  Maclay,  William  P. 

Case  No.  25G5  (1970920).     Lapurap,  BasiUn,  P.  I.,  September  24,  1911.    Badly 
wounded,  continued  to  fire  rifle  with  one  hand  until  enemy  repulsed,  aiding 
materially  in  preventing  annihilation  of  party  and  mutilation  of  bodies. 
March  19,  1912,  Lieut.  A.  Cody,  Philippine  Scouts,  recommends  medal. 
Highly  commended  by  Maj.  J.  T.  Finley,  Twenty-eighth  Infantry. 
April  2,  1912,  Gen.  Pershing  unhesitatingly  recommends  medal. 
Supported  by  five  aflidavits  and  three  statements. 
Recommende<l  by  Philippine  Board,  Col.  W.  D.  Beach,  president. 
One  medal  l.ssued  November  25,  1912. 

2565.  Nisperos,  Jos^  B. 

Case  No.  2566  (388110).  Near  Labao,  Luzon,  P.  L,  May  29,  1900.  Voluntarily 
left  shelter  at  great  personal  risk,  passed  enemy's  lines,  brought  relief  to 
bef\^^  coi^^es, 

June  16,  19()0,  I4eut.  Blakir,  Forty-fifth  Infantry,  recommends  medal 
August  21.   190(1  Capt.  A.   Steinhauser  makes  affidavit;   approved  by  Col. 

Locketl,  c8t.t>oM,  and  Gen.  Bates. 
"railWn'^''ff<Mtd  recommends  medal  November  13,  1900. 
One  medal  issued  March  14,  1902. 

2566.  Nolan,  Joseph  A. 

Case  No.  2540  (319790).  Near  Mount  Cebu,  Amla,  P.  L,  February  4,  1900. 
Single  handed,  defended  mortally  wounded  captain  from  overwhelming  enemy 

,JF<^lprtuf^'  (^  JOPQ,, Second  Lieut.  N.  A.  Campbell,  Nineteenth  Infantry,  com- 
mander Company  (j,  reports  action. 
June  11,  1900,  M^  W.  Wolfe,  Nineteenth  Infantry,  recommends  medal. 
'7un6  12,'1000,'e/^  XMcClernand  approves;  Gen.  R.  P.  Hughes,  June  26,  and 
(^feTi.  ilcArtmir,  Jul^V-  9,  approve. 
Philippine  Board,  November  13,  1900,  reconunends  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  March  10,  1902. 
2540.  Gedeon,  Louis. 

Casg.  N«.  25(K)  (a2:Z53P4).     Mount  Bud-Dajo,  Jolo,  P.  I.,  March  7,  1906.     Volun- 

ttt^ily  twi^w,  part  iii  MMd  was  dangerously  wounded  in  assault  on  enemy's  works. 

Gen.  Duval,  G.  S.,  August  19,  1907,  in  report,  pages  11  and  12,  reconunends; 
page  13,  issue  medal  not  recommended. 

Certificate  of  Maj.  Bundy,  Sixth  Infantry. 

Octoberll,  1910,  Geiv  \Vood  repeats  his  recommendation  of  April  22,  1906,  for 
medaL 

Memorandum  General  Staff  signed  by  J.  W.  Duncan. 

October  11,  1910,  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

General  Order  207,  War  Department,  November  7,  1910,  refers  to  2550. 

One  medal  issued  November  7,  1910. 

2550.  Johnston,  Gordon. 

Case  No,  2552  (976919).    Paco  Bridge,  P.  I.,  February  5,  1899.    Within  range 
of  250  yards  of  emuny,  In  face  of  rapid  fire,  climbed  telegraph  pole  and  coolly 
repaired  broken  wire,  establishing  communication  with  front. 
February  1,  1905,  Gen.  Charles  King  recommends. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  06-1 26 
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February  8,  1905,  Gen.  T.  M.  Anderson  eyewitness. 

Asks  for  reconsideration  of  report  of  Philippine  Board  for  brevet 

Adjutant  General's  record  showing  official  reports  contemporaneous. 

March  23,  1905,  Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  May  6,  1905. 

2552.  Kilboume,  Charles  E. 

Case  No.  2555  (673664).  San  Jacinto,  P.  I.,  November  11,  1899.  Most  distin- 
guished gallantry  leading  battalion  upon  enemy  entrenchments;  fell  mortally 
wounded. 

January  30,  1900,  Gen.  Wheaton  recommends  medal. 
February  2,  1900,  approved  by  Gen.  Otis. 

Denied  by  Meildejohn  August  6,  1900,  on  account  of  soldier  being  dead ;  deci- 
sion Judge  Advocate  General. 

Brief  Adjutant  General's  office;  case  well  supported  by  extract  reports  and 
contemporaneous  recommendations. 
April  3, 1902,  Secretary  Root  awards ;  delivery  to  heirs. 
One  medal  issued  May  3,  1902. 
2555.  Logan,  John  A, 

Case  No.  2539  (1737717-11).    San  Mateo,  P.  I.,  December  19,  1899.    Attempted, 

under  heavy  fire,  to  swim  river  for  purpose  obtaining  canoe. 

February  13,  1911,  CJongressman  J.  A.  Hughes  in  behalf  of  this  man. 

Adjutant  General's  oflice  record,  January  31,  1911,  mentioned  for  individual 
acts  of  bravery,  by  G.  L.  Byram,  major,  Twenty -seventh  Infantry ;  H.  Atkinson, 
captain,  Twenty-seventh  Infantry. 

February  1,  1911,  Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  February  15,  1911. 

2589.  Gaujot,  Antoine  A. 

Case  No.  2541   (680380).     San  Mateo,  P.  I.,  December  19,  1899.     Attempted, 

under  heavy  fire,  to  swim  river  for  purpose  obtaining  canoe. 

May  24, 1905,  Congressman  Knowland  applies  in  behalf  of  this  man. 

Adjutant  General's  office  record ;  Capt.  Atkinson  and  Capt.  Byram  both  com- 
mend this  man. 

Same  basis  as  Gaujot  (2539). 

Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  5,  1911. 

2541.  Gibson,  Edward  H. 

Case  No.  2543  (403987).    Near  Majade,  Laguna  Province,  P.  I.,  July  2,  1901. 

Charged,  alone,  insurgent  outpost,  killing  one,  wounding  two,  capturing  three 

with  equipment. 

July  10  and  August  7,  1901,  Capt.  G.  B.  Duncan,  Fourth  Infantry,  recom- 
mends for  medal ;  supported  by  five  affidavits ;  approved  by  Gten.  Baldwin  and 
Gen.  Wade. 

August  29,  1901,  Philippine  Board  recommends  medaL 

One  medal  issued  March  10,  1902. 

2543.  Greer,  Allen  J. 
Case  Nos.  2548  and  2538  (387855).    Near  Bamban,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  November  9, 

1899.     Distinguished  gallantry  and  conspicuous  bravery  in   action  against 

insurgents. 

Gen.  J.  F.  Bell,  recommends  both  men  for  medals. 

Certificate,  H.  A.  Hegeman,  Thirty-sixth  Infantry. 

Philippine  Board,  March  15,  1901,  recommends  two  certificate  merits. 

June  9,  1899,  Lieut.  J.  E.  Thornton,  Second  Oregon,  recommends;  supported 
by  two  affidavits. 

Adjutant  General's  memorandum,  April  18,  1902;  medals  awarded. 

Two  medals  issued  October  9,  1892.     (1902). 

2548.  Huntsman,  John  A.    2538.  Gait,  Sterling  A.    April  30,  1902. 

Case  No.  2532   (39123X).     Near  Calucut,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  November  5,  1899.    In 

command  detachment  charged  and  routed  40  insurgents,  inflicting  heavy  loss. 

Capt.  T.  H.  Slavens,  Quartermaster  Corps,  recommends  for  medal. 

Affidavits,  April  30, 1901 ;  H.  V.  Bennett  and  E.  C.  Wisely,  Company  L,  Seven- 
teenth Infantry. 

Philippine  Board  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  11,  1902. 

2532.  Condon,  Clarence. 
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Case  No.  2533  (276735).    N^ar  San  Isidro,  P.  I.,  May  16,  1899.    With  21  other 

scouts,  charged  across  burning  bridge  under  heavy  fire  and  routed  600  enemy 

intrenched. 

June  9,  3899,  Lieut  J.  E.  Thornton,  Second  Oregon,  recommends  medal ;  sup- 
ported by  two  affidavits  July  2,  1899,  of  R.  M.  Longfellow.  First  North  Dakota, 
and  M.  Glasley. 

Gen.  Lawton's  indorsement  July  17,  1899,  approved  and  recommended. 

One  medal  issued  April  28,  1906. 

2533.  Davis,  Charles  P. 

Case  No.  2537  (281608-99).     Rio  Grande  de  la  Pampanga,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  April 
27,  1899.    Crossed  river  on  raft  enabling  general  to  carry  enemy's  intrenched 
position  and  drive  him  with  great  loss  from  Important  position. 
May  10,  1899,  Gen.  Wheaton  recommeids  for  medal. 
July  22,  1899,  Gen.  McArthur  says  should  Issue  without  delay. 
July  25,  1899,  Gen.  Otis  approves. 

February  14,  1900,  Assistant  Secretary  Meiklejohn  awards. 
One  medal  issued  February  14,  1900. 
2537.  Funston,  Frederick. 

Case  No.  2530  (388109).    Near  Sariaya,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  August  23,  1900.     Single 

handed  defended  disabled  comrade  against  greatly  superior  force  of  enemy. 

September  22,  1900,  Capt.  H.  S.  Kerrick,  Thirtieth  Infantry,  recommends. 

Certificate,  Lieut.  Charles  V.  Bear  and  Corpl.  D.  A.  Cooney,  Thirtieth  Infan- 
try ;  approved  by  Col.  Gardner  September  30,  1900,  and  Gen.  Bates  October  18, 
1900. 

Philippine  Board  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  March  14,  1902. 

2530.  Cawetzka,  Charles. 

Ca.se  No.  2529  (1081696).  Catubig,  Samar,  P.  I.,  April  15-19,  1900.  Assumed 
command  of  detachment  which  had  survived  overwhelming  attack ;  withstood 
for  two  days  attacks  of  large  enemy  force,  saving  lives  of  survivors,  and  pro- 
tecting wounded  until  relief  came. 

December  18,  1905,  letter,  Senator  IxKlge,  behalf  of,  2529. 
Report  Capt.  Day,  Forty-third  Infantry,  April  22,  1900,  highly  recommended. 
Recommendation,  Maj.  J.  C.  Gllmore  April  24,  1900,  with  two  affidavits  July 

24.  1900,  and  March  26,  1901. 

Recommended  by  board  for  certificate  but  was  mustered  out  before  it  reached 

War  Department. 
December  23,  1905,  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 
One  medal  issued  January  4,  1906. 
2529.  Carson,  Anthony  J. 

Case  No.  2531  (1554720).    Bud-Dajo,  Jolo,  P.  I.,  March  7,  1906.    Under  fire  at 

short  range  carried  to  place  of  safety  wounded  men  and  body  of  man  killed 

beside  him. 

May  7.  1906,  certificate,  Capt.  Wetherill ;  May  23,  1906,  three  affidavits,  Corpl. 
J.  Saldridge,  Sergt.  W.  McDonald,  and  Sergt.  J.  W.  Tom,  Company  D,  Nine- 
teenth Infantry. 

Capt.  E.  P.  La wton.  Nineteenth  Infantry,  May  1,  1906,  recommended;  ap- 
proved by  Col.  Varnum,  Fourth  Cavalry;  Col.  Duncan,  Sixth  Infantry;  Gen. 
T.  H.  Bliss,  department  commander,  and  Gen.  Wood. 

Memorandum,  Adjutant  General's  Office,  September  14,  1909;  September  15, 
1909,  medal  <lenied  by  Secretary  Oliver.  * 

Memorandum  by  Gens.  Duvall,  Wotherspoon,  and  Carter. 

2,531  appeals  for  reconsideration;  February  14,  1911,  Adjutant  General's 
Office  memorandum  synopsis. 

Gen.  Duncan's  favorable  report 

February  3,  1913,  General  Orders,  No.  7,  War  Department.    Medal  awarded. 

One  medal  issued  January  23,  1913. 

2531.  Cecil,  Josephus  S. 

Case  No.   2545    (442530).     Vijr.m,   V.   I..   December  4,  1899.     Pushed   through 
enemy's  lines  alone  to  l)eleap:uered  force  at  Yigan ;  returned  following  morn- 
ing to  reiJort  condition  to  Navy  and  secure  assistance. 
July  8,  1902,  Maj.  James  Parker  recommends  for  medal. 
Copy  letter  October  29,  1900,  Commander  Harry  Knox,  United  States  Navy. 
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November  l.',  1900,  Gen.  S.  B.  M.  Y<)unp:*s  report  operations  October  IL  1899, 
to  January  5,  1900. 

Brevet  board  recommended  for  brevet  for  (^nban  and  Porto  Rican  service. 

Aujriist  11,  1902.  medal  recommended  by  brevet  board,  and  December  12, 
1902,  Secretary  Root  awarded  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  December  17,  1002. 

254."i.  Hayes,  Webb  C. 

Case  No.  25(54  (2132042).    Baj^'sak  Mountain,  .Tolo,  P.  I.,  June  11,  1913.     Volun- 
tarily entered  cleared  space  within  20  yards  Moro  trenches  under  lire;  carried 

wounded  soldier  to  safety  at  risk  of  own  life. 

Philippine  Board,  December  10,  1913,  recommends  medal ;  approved  bv  Gen. 
Bell  December  20,  1913. 

June  23.  1913,  CJapt.  G.  C.  Charleton,  Philippine  Scouts,  recommends:  ap- 
proved November  2,  1913,  by  Gen.  Pershing ;  supported  by  certificate  of  Charle- 
ton and  affidavit  First  Sergt.  M.  Baldin. 

War  Department.  (Jeneral  Order  18,  March  16,  1914;  commendatory  order. 

One  medal  issued  Murch  27.  1914. 

2564.  Mosher.  Louis  C. 
Case  No.  2535   (686790).     Vigan,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  December  4,  1899.     Discovered 

party  insurgents  inside  a  wall;  climbed  and  forced  them  to  stack  arms  and 

surrender. 

Col.  M.  D.  Cronin  forwards  recommendation  by  Col.  J.  Parker  for  medaU  sup- 
ported by  certificate  Capt.  Tan  Way  and  affidavit  Pvt.  W.  O.  Trafton. 

Brevet  board  recommends  certificate  of  merit. 

One  medal  issued  February  7,  1902. 

2535.  Epps,  Jo.seph  L. 

Cases  Nos.  2581   (391857)   and  2588.     Calumplt,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  April  27,  1899. 

Swam  Rio  Grande  de  Pampanga  in  face  enemy's  fire,  fastened  rope  to  occu^ 

pied  trenches,  enabling  a  crossing  and  the  driving  of  enemy  from  fortified 

position. 

January  18,  1901,  recommended  by  Gen.  Funston  and  certificate  Second  Lieut 
Mitchell,  Twentieth  Kansas ;  approved  and  recommended  by  Gen.  Wheaton,  eye- 
witness. 

Cases  reviewed  by  board  and  medals  for  both  men  recommended. 

Two  medals  issued  Marcli  11,  1902. 

2581.  Trembley,  William  B. 

2588.  AVhite,  Edward. 

Case  No.  2560  (390829).     Vigan,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  December  4,  1899.     Fought  for 

hours  lying  between  two  dead  comrades;  clothing  plowed  by  bullets;  face  cot 

and  bruised  by  flying  gravel. 

January  18,  1900,  Capt.  Charles  Van  Way,  Thirty-third  Infantry,  recom- 
mended  this  man  for  medal. 

Two  affidavits  support  testimony. 

Approved  by  regimental  commander,  Col.  M.  D.  Cronin,  Thirty-third  Infantry. 

Philippine  Board  recommends  certificate  merit. 

One  modal  Issued  October  1,  1902. 

2560.  :McConnell,  James. 

Case  No.  2528    (388089).     BolKing  Negros,  P.   I.,  July  19,  1899.     Most  distin- 
guished gallantry  in  rallying  men  on  bridge  after  line  liad  been  broken  and 
pushed  back. 
Report  of  expedlti<m  of  2528;  recommende<l  in  Indorsement  by  Col.  C.  W. 

Miner,  Sixth  Infantry;  approved  by  (iens.  J.  F.  Smith,  R.  P.  Hughes,  Otis,  and 

Miles. 

November  13,  1900,  Philippine  Board  reviews  and  recommends  medal 

June  26,  1902.  certificate  of  merit  board,  Gen.  Young,  president,  recommends 

medal  and  Secretary  of  War  n wards. 
One  medal  issued  July  15,  1902. 
2528.  Byrne,  Bernard  A. 

Case  No.  2567    (392252).     Vigan.  Luzon,  P.  I.,  December  4,  1899.     Repulsed 

savage  night  attack  by  overwhelming  numbers,  fighting  in  dark,  close  quarters 

hours. 

Page  28,  Gen.  S.  B.  M.  Young's  report  June  7,  1900,  campaign  of  northern 
Luzon. 

Referred  to  brevet  board. 
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March  8,  19()2,  Secrt^tary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  March  8,  1902. 
2567.  Parker,  James. 

Case  No.  2580  (1149^02).    Alos,  Province  of  Zamhales,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  December 

21,  1899.    Voluntari!y  exposed  himself  to  hot  fire  and  rescuetl  wounde<l  officer. 

Gen.  Bell  recommends  for  medal  with  two  others. 

March  15,  1899.  board  d^es  not  concur  in  recommendation. 

July  19,  1906,  Col.  Havard  recommends  medal  on  Bell's  recom.mendation  made 
Aupust,  19(X). 

Military  record  given. 

(.'ablegram  from  Merritt,  Auj^ust  27,  1898 :  "  Recommended  ;  fully  justified  for 
brevet.*' 

Medal  honor  not  awarded. 

Report  J.  W.  French,  lieutenant  colonel  Twenty-third  Infantry,  commends; 
2580. 

July  27,  1906,  Actinj?  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  6,  1906. 

2.580.  Straub,  Paul  F. 

Case  No.  2586  (693201).    Near  Porac,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  September  28, 1899.    Charged 

alone  a  body  of  the  enemy  and  captured  a  captain. 

J.  F.  Pell,  August  1.  1900.  certificate  and  recommemlatlon  for  medal ;  sup- 
ported by  certificate  First  Lieut,  Goehr. 

Recommended  by  board  for  medal. 

Official  report  of  operations  of  Thirty-sixth  Infantry. 

One  medal  issued  March  8,  190i 

2536.  Ferguson,  Arthur  M. 

Case  No.  2563   (1655000).  Near  Mabitac  Laguna,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  September  17, 

1900.    After  attacking  party  demoralized,  led  small  body  troops  under  severe 

fire  through  water  in  attack  against  enemy. 

Application  for  model  to  Adjutant  General's  Office  by  2663. 

September  5,  1901,  letter  Inquiry  as  to  actien  taken. 

March  25,  1910.  Senator  Carter  to,  2563  writes  letter. 

May  27,  1910,  brief  Adjutant  General's  Office. 

Col.  Cheatham,  Thirty-seventh  United  States  Veteran  Infantry,  recommended 
medal,  November  27,  1900. 

November  27,  1900,  letter  of  Lieut.  Harker,  Fifteenth  Infantry,  commenda- 
tory report,  November  22,  1900. 

November  28,  1900,  Gen.  R.  H.  Hall  reports  adversely. 

Philippine  board  recommends  brevet  major — no  brevet  awarded. 

Lieut.  H.  M.  Reeve,  Third  Infantry,  gives  extract  reports.  Extract  reports 
Gen.  Bates's  specific  mention  of  2563. 

May  28,  1910,  Assistant  Secretary  Oliver  awards. 

One  medal  issued  June  10,  1910. 

2563.  Moran,  John  E. 

Ca.se  No.  2524  (458875).    Bayong,  near  Lake  Lanao,  Mindadano,  P.  I.,  May  2, 

1902.  Crossed  fire-swept  field,  close  range  enemy ;  wounded  soldier  to  place 

safety. 

Memorandum  Gen.  ChaflPee,  C.  S.,  March  18,  3904,  recommends  meilal. 

Approved  by  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Oliver  March  28,  19(H. 

This  man  first  recommended  by  Gen.  Baldwin. 

Board  officers  and  division  commander  Philippines  recommended  medal. 

War  Department  board  acte<l  adversely. 

First  Division  General  Staff  noted  that  record  justified  recommendation  of 
first  board  for  medal. 

One  medal  i.ssued  April  28,  1904. 

2524.  Bickham,  Charles  G. 

Case  No.  2523    (701353).     Near  Porac,  Luzon,  P.  I.,   September  9,   1899.     In 
advance  of  regiment  charged  seven  insurgents,  compelled  surrender  captain 
and  two  privates,  under  close  fire  from  remaining  insurgents  concealed  in 
bamboo  thicket. 
September  20,  1899,  W.  R.  Grove,  lieutenant  colonel.  Thirty-sixth  Infantry; 

P.  F.  Straub,  adjutant  and  surgeon ;  A.  M.  Ferguson,  first  lieutenant,  recommend 

medal ;  all  eyewitnesses. 
Two  affidavits  Inclosed. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


406  GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOB. 

October  2,  1899,  Maj.  Gen.  McArthur  recommends  favorable  consIderatUm. 
Gen.  Otis  notes  performance  this  feat  and  many  others  during  this  war:  "A 
wonder  that  he  still  lives." 
Approved  November  24,  1899. 
One  medal  issued  December  11,  1899. 
2523.  Bell,  J.  Franklin. 

Case  No.  2559  (387610).    Near  Labao,  Luzon,  P.  L,  Otol)er  29,  189G.    While  in 

attendance  upon  wounded  and  under  severe  tire,  seized  carbine  and  beat  off 

attaclc  upon  wounded  officers  and  men  in  his  charge. 

Certificate  A.  M.  Ferguson,  first  lieutenant,  Thirty-sixth  Infantry,  recommends 
medal. 

Certificate  and  recommendation  W.  R.  Grove ;  concurred  In  by  Gen.  Bell. 

Affidavits  of  hospital  corpsmen. 

March  15,  1901,  board  review  case  and  recommended  medal. 

One  medal  issued  March  14,  1902. 

2559.  Mathews,  George  W. 

Case  No.  2525  (705061).    Near  Looc,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  October  21,  1900.    With  19 

men,  at  close  quarters,  defeated  300  of  the  enemy. 

Medal  of  honor  recommended  by  Col.  W.  E.  Blrkhimer,  February  4, 1901,  also 
for  13  others. 

Board  recommends  certificate  for  all  except  2525,  for  whom  medal  is  recom- 
mended ;  approved  and  re(?omniended  by  Gen.  Kobbe. 

General  Order  101,  Headquarters  Department,  Luzon,  December  14,  1900, 
mentions  si)ec*ifically. 

Supported  by  affidavits.  • 

One  medal  issued  March  11.  1902. 

2525.  Biegler,  George  W. 

Cases  Nos.  2570  (387611)  and  2568  (387612).     Near  San  Isidro,  Luzon,  P.  I.» 

October  19,  1899.    Cai)tured  bridge  and  held  against  superior  force,  enabling 

army  to  come  up  and  cross. 

J.  G.  Ballance,  Thirteenth  Infantry,  October  19,  1900,  renews  recommendation 
of  May  24,  1900,  for  medal  for  2570. 

Affidavits  of  three  eyewitnesses. 

Gen.  Young  concurs  In  recommendation,  having  personal  knowledge  of  service 
mentioned. 

Board  recommends  medal  March  22,  1901. 

Case  2568 :  Basis  of  award  similar. 

Two  medals  issued  April  18,  1902,  and  March  10,  1902. 

2570.  Ray,  Charles  W. 

2568.  Pierce,  Charles  H. 

Cases  Nos.  2521   (388106)    and  2561    (388107).     Calamba,  Luzon,  P.  I.    July 

26,  1899.    Swam  San  Juan  River,  face  fire,  and  drove  enemy  from  position 

in  intrench  men ts. 

March  13,  1900,  report  H.  Hall,  brigadier  general,  recommends  medal  for 
2521  and  to  heirs  of  2561 ;  approved  by  J.  C.  Bates;  approved  by  Gen.  Otis,  who 
states  he  has  no  present  knowledge  of  facts. 

^lay  18,  1900,  recommended  by  Gen.  Miles,  who  states  the  delay  should  not 
prevent  present  bestowal. 

Recommended  by  board  convened  by  Special  Ordt»r  133,  Division  of  the  Philip- 
pines, Bates,  Wheaton,  and  Funston. 

Affidavit  First  Sergt  Krause,  March  6,  1900;  affidavit  Gutsky,  both  Troop  U 
Fourth  Cavalry. 

2561  died  November  7,  18J)9,  from  wounds. 

Two  medals  issued  March  8,  1902,  and  April  29,  1902. 

2521.  Batson,  Matthew  A. 

2561.  McGrath,  Hugh  J. 

Case  No.  2522  (390a31).  Near  Porac,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  October  17,  1899.  I^f"^ 
cessful  charge,  dispersing  enemy,  relieving  members  regiment  from  perilous 
position. 

Brief  of  engagement  of  those  who  participated. 
J.  F.  Bell  recommends  medal. 

Board  recommends.  ,, 

Certificates  of  Grove,  Capt.  D.  F.  Craig,  John  M.  Craig,  Second  Lieut  A.  n- 

Davidson,  all  October,  1900. 
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Certirtcate  C.  M.  Mathews,  captain,  and  atfidavits  of  Cavin  and  Zastrow. 
One  medal  issued  March  vS,  1902. 
2522.    Bell,  Harry. 

Case  No.  2544    (387608).     Near  Porac,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  September  9,  1899.     In 

advance  of  regiment  rushtnl  to  assistance  of  his  colonel,  charging  seven  in- 

surji^ents,  compelling  surrender  of  all  not  killed. 

Gen.  Bell,  then  colonel  Thirty-sixth  Infantry,  August  1,  1900,  certificate  and 
recommendation  for  medal. 

Certificate  P.  F.  Straub.  same. 

Medal  of  honor  hoard  reconmiends  mcMlal. 

Beirs  report,  July,  1900,  incloswl. 

One  medal  issued  July  16,  1902. 

2544.  Grove,  William  R. 

Cases  Nos.  2542  (387617)  and  2554.    Near  Poroc,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  September  3, 1899. 

Gallantly   driving  off  superior   force  enemy ;   with   assistance   of  comrade 

brought  from  field  two  comrades,  one  killed,  oth^r  severely  wounded. 

Adjutant  General  brief. 

R.  S.  Abernathy,  Thirty-sixth  Infantry,  recommends  medal  for  both  men. 

W.  Han>er,  first  lieutenant,  recommends. 

Attidavlt,  July  3,  1900,  Inclosed. 

July  9, 1900,  Col.  Grove,  Thirty -sixth  Infantrv,  re<ommends ;  October  17,  1900, 
J.  P.  Bell  concurs. 

Case  2554 :  Basis  of  award  similar. 

Board  recommends  certificate  of  merit  November  15,  1900. 

Two  medals  Issued  March  15,  1902. 

2542.  Gillenwater,  James. 

2554.  Lea  hey,  Cornelius. 

Case  No.  2264  (113033).    Las  Animas  Canyon,  N.  Mex.,  September  18,  1879. 

Distinguished  gallantry  in  action  against  hostile  Indians. 

August  3, 1898,  Gen.  Coppinger  recommends  medal,  special  gallantry.  ' 

June  20,  1899,  Capt.  Byron  Dawson  personal  knowledge  notes  bravery  and 
con.spicuou8  gnllantry. 

Capt.  H.  H.  Wright,  Ninth  Cavalry,  July  5, 1899 :  Not  an  eyewitness  but  remem- 
bers gallant  act  talked  about  on  evening  of  fight.  Honestly  believes  him 
worthy  of  medal  for  gallantry. 

August  9,  1899,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Meiklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  August  24,  1899. 

2264.  Emmet,  Robert  Temple. 

Case  No.  2282  (2607).    Little  Big  Horn,  Mont.,  June  26,  1876.    One  of  party 

volunteers  who  under  heavy  fire  brought  water  to  wounded. 

October  29,  1895,  Capt.  McDougall  recommends  2282. 

Troop  commander  affidavit  March  12,  1895;  John  Hackett,  Company  K, 
Seventh  Cavalry,  eyewitness. 

Afladavit  November  1,  1895,  Charles  Campbell,  eyewitness. 

Troop  Commanders  Edgerly,  Varnum,  Godfrey,  and  Hare,  Seventh  Cavalry ; 
no  information  on  merits  of  case. 

Not  on  list  recommended  by  board  July  29, 1878. 

December  21,  1895,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  December  21, 1895. 

2282.  Goldln,  Theodore  W. 

Case  No.  1016  (44  ACPY9).    Lava  Beds,  Greg.,  January  17,  1873.    Rescued 

wounded  soldier  after  two  attempts  by  others. 

E.  C.  Mason,  September  1, 1897,  applies  for  medal  for  1016. 

November  7, 1913,  Calendar  No.  8(^,  last  paragraph,  shows  necessity  for  legis- 
lation. 

S.  2789  passed  February  15,  1915,  approved  March  4,  1915. 

Special  Order  18,  War  Department,  April  5,  1915,  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  6,  1915. 

1016.  Skinner,  John  O. 

C5ase  No.  954  (3977-93).  Arizona,  February  13-14, 1861.  Voluntarily  took  com- 
mand of  troops  and  attacked  and  defeated  hostile  Indians  he  met  on  the  way. 
April  13, 1893,  954  Incloses  two  memoranda  and  copy  of  order  dated  March  17, 

1861. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


408  GENERAL  STAFF   CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

First  memorandum,  commendatory  indorj^ements :  March  27,  1893,  D.  Robin- 
son; April  3,  1893,  A.  E.  Evans;  April  8.  1893,  R.  F.  Bernard,  E.  A.  Garr,  and 
W.  Merritt,  November  2, 1893 ;  B.  H.  Grierson,  October,  1893. 

Second  memorandum:  D.  Robinson,  March  27,  1893;  A.  W.  Evans,  April  3, 
1893. 

On  Gen.  Schofield's  approval,  December  6,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe 
awards. 

One  medal  issued  January  24,  1894. 

954.  Irvvin,  Bernard  J.  D. 

Case  No.  2285  (1555  B  EBB).     I'loridu  Mountains,  N.  Mex.,  January  24.  1877. 

Gallantry  in  hand-to-hand  fight. 

General  On'er  5,  February  5,  1877,  furnishes  example  of  gallantry  and  sol- 
dierly conduct;  order  of  ('apt.  Beyer,  Fifteenth  Infantry;  H.  H.  Wright,  Ninth 
Cavalry  scout.  January  24,  1877. 

H.  H.  Wright  commends  services  December  6,  1878;  Col.  Hatch,  Nintli  Cav- 
alry, February  20,  recommends  certificate  merit. 

Gen.  Pope  forwards;  no  recommendation. 

Returned  by  Adjutant  (ieneral  December  31  to  await  action  of  Congress. 

February  1,  1870,  approved  b^-  (Jen.  Pope;  February  3.  1879,  approved  by 
Gen.  Sheridan  and  (ren.  Sherman. 

One  medal  issued  June  26,  1879. 

2285.  Greaves,  Clinton. 

Ca^e  No.  2284  (969).  Fort  Phil.  Kearny  to  Fort  C.  F.  Smith,  Dak.  Ter.,  Febru- 
ary, 1867.  Bravery,  enei'gy,  perseveiance,  involving  much  suffering  and  pri- 
vation through  attacks  by  hostile  Indians,  deep  snows,  etc.,  while  voluntarily 
carrying  dispatches.  , 

Report  of  2284  dated  February  14,  1867 ;   also  Col.   Wessel  's  report   same 

date. 

Gen  Order  26,  May  25,  1867,  Department  Pljitte,  Gen.  Augur. 

Reward  of  $100  recommended — no  funds ;  medal  honor  applied  for  April  12, 

1871. 

Approveil  C.  C.  Aiisur.  brigadier  genenil,  April  24.  1871. 
One  medal  Issued  May  6,  1871. 
2284.  Grant,  George. 

Case  No.  2492  (5931).    New  Mexico,  August  19,  1881.     Saved  the  lives  of  his 

comrades  and  citizens  of  the  detachment. 

April  10,  1894,  Capt.  C.  W.  Taylor  recommends  medal,  fndosing  Cnpt.  Byi*on 
Daw.^  on's  report  of  April  6,  1894. 

Affidavit  John  Denny,  June  4,  1894. 

Affidavit  Henry  Trout,  June  24,  1894. 

Sixth  Indorsement,  full  list  noted. 

June  25,  1894,  Col.  J.  Blddle,  regimental  commander  Ninth  Cavalry,  believes 
worthy. 

July  12,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  July  12,  1894. 

2492.  Woods,  Brent. 

Case  No.  2315  (50115).     Clear  Water,  Idaho.  July  It, -1877.     Vohintarily  and 

successfully  conducted  in  ftice  withering  fire  i>arty  which  recovered  po*-^?es- 

sion  howitzer  and  two  Gatllng  guns  a  few  yards  from  the  Indians. 

January  31,  1897,  Lieut.  CV)1.  M.  P.  Miller,  First  .\rtinery,  recommends  for 
medal. 

J.  P.  Sanger,  inspector  general,  February  22,  1897,  transmits  copies  of  two 
of  Miller's  reports- ;  one  February  22,  1890,  the  other  March  10,  1890. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards  March  2,  1897. 

One  medal  Issued  March  2,  1897. 

2315.  Humphrey,  Charles  F. 

Case  No.  2304  (^3490).  Near  Fort  Hartsuff,  Nebr..  April  28.  1876.  Voluntartly 
and  with  most  conspicuous  gallantry  chargefl  with  three  men  upon  six  In- 
dians intrenched  up(m  a  hillside. 

October  7,  1897,  incloses  papers  requesting  medal  if  merited. 
Report  W.  C.  Manning,  first  lieutenant.  Twenty-third  Infantry,  April  30,  187a 
Affidavit  Conrad  Wentworth  October  2,  1896,  and  Jeptha  Lytton  Octol>er  14. 

1896. 
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May  0,  1876,  (fODemi  Order  19  ((4en.  Trook)  rominendatory. 

Adjutant  (Teneral's  record.  October  12.  1897. 

Heferrnl  to  medal  of  honor  board,  but  no  rword  of  actton. 

Se<Tetary  of  War  Alper  awards  October  14,  1897. 

One  medal  i  sued  October  26.  1897. 

23()4.  Heyl,  (diaries  H. 

(\ise  No.  2292    (56268).     Near  camp  on   While  Hiver,  C'oU».,  October  20,  1879. 
with  reconnolterinjr  party  three  men,  attacked  by  35  Indians,  exposed  him- 
self to  draw   fire  of  enen)y,  giving  small   party  opportunity   to  reply  with 
much  cflfect. 
May   24.    1897.   (4en.    Merritt   recommends   for   medal,   iix-iosing   affidavit   of 

John  Sullivan  (only  sur\'ivor  of  party),  date<l  March  16,  1897. 
Statement  June  10,  1897,  of  2292. 
Extract  official  records  Fifth  Cavalry  October  7,  1879,  also  extract   report 

('ol.  Merritt,  Fifth  (^avalry. 

September  9.  1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  is  ued  September  18,  1897. 
2292.  Hall,  William  P. 

(Jase  No.  2444   (2086).     Near  Camp  Hualpai,  Ariz.,  1872.     Gallantry  on  .scouts 

after  Indians. 

May  6,  1872.  J.  W.  Mason  makes  report  of  scout;  May  7,  1872,  additional 
report. 

May  23,  1872,  return  of  party  reported. 

General  Order  21  (Gen.  Oook),  May  30,  1872,  compliments  and  thanks  for 
service. 

One  medal  I.ssued  July  30,  1872. 

2444.  Stauflfer,  Rudolph. 

Case  No.  2442  (720  S  70).     Kl'ckapoo  Springs,  Tex.,  May  20,  1870.     Gallantry 

on  scout  after  Indians. 

May  26,  1870,  2442  makes  report  of  scout. 

Henry  Carroll,  captain.  Ninth  Cavalry,  notes  gallantry  disi)layed  In  indorse- 
ment June  1,  1870. 

June  14,  1870,  J.  J.  Reynolds,  major  general,  notes  captures;  forwarded  by 
Gen.  H.  W.  Halleck  June  27,  1870. 

June  28, 1870,  approved  by  W.  T.  Sherman,  and  medal  awarded. 

One  medal  Issued  June  28,  1870. 

2442.  Stance,  Emanuel. 

Case  No.  2356  (3474).     Near  Fort  Griffin,  Tex.,  August  5,  1872.     (Gallantry  in 

defeating  Indians  who  attacked  mall. 

General  Order  17  (Brig.  Gen.  Augur),  Aug.  20,  1872,  conmiends  gallantry  dis- 
played by  2356. 

August  31,  1872,  Adjt.  Gen.  Townsend  notes  "  give  medal  honor." 

One  medal  issued  August  31,  1872. 

2356.  McDonald,  Franklin  H. 

Case  No.  2318  (19287).     Camas  ^leadows,  Idaho,  August  20,  1877.    Dismounted 

in  face  heavy  tire  pursuing  Indians;  with  assistance  one  or  two  men,  secured 

and  carried  to  place  of  safet>'  boily  of  trumpeter,  who  had  been  shot  and 

killed. 

C.  C.  Carr,  major.  Eighth  Cavalry,  April  30,  1895.  recommends  2318  for  medal ; 
eyewitness. 

Denied  June  5,  1895.  by  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Doe  for  lack  of  stronger 
evidence  after  lapse  of  18  years., 

Maj.  Carr  furnished  corroI)orative  testimony  of  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard  and  Col. 
E.  C.  March,  f)ctober  3,  1895,  and  Mason,  September  18,  1895;  Col.  Mason  was 
eyewitness  and  states  that  it  was  true  in  every  particular. 

April  17,  1896,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards  on  additional  evidence. 

One  medal  issued  April  17, 1896. 

2318.  Jackson,  James. 

Case  No.  2486   (2029).     Colorado  Valley,  Tex.,  March  28,  1872.     Gallantry  in 
pur.sult  of  band  of  cattle  thieves  from  New  Mexico. 

March  30,  1872,  J.  P.  Hatch  Incloses  report  of  scout  of  2486  and  commends. 
April  26,  1872,  Gen.  Sheridan  forwards. 
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May  14,  1872,  returned  to  Gen.  Augur  for  more  definite  report. 
May  31,  1872,  Special  Order  102  Inclosed. 
May  29,  1872,  applicant  submits  report. 

General  Order  6,  April  6,  1872,  mentions  creditable  scout  under  2486  (Issued 
by  Augur). 
April  25, 1872,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  April  27,  1872. 
2486.  Wilson,  William. 

Case  No.  2470  (252-75).    Muchagiie  Valley,  TeY.,  December  8,  1874.    Gallantry 

in  combat  with  five  Indians. 

January  7,  1875,  Col.  McKenzle,  Fourth  Cavalry,  makes  report  of  scout,  men- 
rions  2470  for  some  reward  for  gallant  conduct;  Incloses  Itinerary  of  2470;  for- 
warded January  8,  1875 ;  W.  T.  Sherman  forwards  to  Secretary  of  W^ar  January 
16,  1875 ;  no  recommendation. 

March  27,  1875,  Secretary  of  War  directs  awarji. 

One  medal  issued  April  12, 1875. 

2470.  Warrington,  Lewis. 

Case  No.  1004  (395039).  Powder  River  Expedition,  Dakota  Territory,  Septem- 
ber 12-17,  3865.     Carried  message  through  country  infested  hostile  Indians; 

saved  life  of  comrade  en  route. 

.July  6,  1894,  Congressman  Charles  Curtis  forwarded  application  for  medal. 

Letter  1004,  August  4.  1894. 

C/ertificate  Ansel  Steck,  C3ompany  D,  Twelfth  MLssourl  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

July  20,  1894,  certificate  Capt.  Palmer. 

Aueust  4,  1894,  Adjutant  General's  record  shows  this  man  to  have  belonged  to 
organization. 

Services  of  Capt.  Palmer  and  Ajisel  Steck  verified. 

CJol.  Nelson  Cole,  Second  Missouri  Light  Artillery,  reports  arrival  courier  party 
of  two  soldiers  and  two  Pawnee  Indians  September  13,  18(55;  no  names  men- 
tioned. 

August  18, 1894,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Doe  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  24,  1894. 

1004.  Thomas,  Charles  L. 

Case  No.  2236  (17S520).    On  Brazos  River,  Tex.,  October  10.  1871.    Held  left  of 

line  with  few  men  during  charge  of  large  body  Indians  after  right  had 

retreated  and  by  delivering  rapid  fire  succeeded  in  checking  enemy  until 

troops  came  to  rescue. 

December  14,  1898,  applicant  submits  aflldavlt. 

March  24,  1890,  Capt.  W.  A.  Thompson,  Fourth  Cavalry,  substantiates  de- 
tails. 

Capt.  P.  M.  Boehm  In  affidavit  December  18,  1898,  recommends  2286. 

May  5,  1890,  certificate  of  R.  Choate,  assistant  surgeon. 

April  4,  1890,  statement  Lieut  H.  W.  Lawton,  who  was  not  present  at  fight, 
but  was  with  expedition. 

January  23,  1900,  Secretary  of  War  Melklejohn  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  February  27,  1900. 

2236.  Carter,  Robert  G. 

Case  No.  2246  (2844  C  87).  Santa  Cruz  Mountains,  Mexico,  May  15, 1886.  Con- 
spicuous gallantry  during  an  attack  on  hostile  Apache  Indian  camp ;  seriously 

wounded. 

March  1,  1887,  D  Troop,  Fourth  Cavalry,  Comdr.  Chas.  A.  P.  Hatfield  recom- 
mends for  conspicuous  gallantry  during  attack  on  hostile  Apaches. 

Capt.  Wirt  Davis,  March  1,  1887 ;  Gen.  Miles,  March  4 ;  Gen.  Howard,  March 
7 ;  Gen.  Sheridan,  March  31,  1887 ;  all  approve  and  recommend. 

One  medal  Issued  April  27,  1887. 

2246.  Craig,  Samuel  H. 
Case  No.  2344  (3850-91).    Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Bravery,  especially  after  having  been  severely  wounded  through  lung. 

March  15, 1891, 1  Troop  Commander  Seventh  Cavalry  Capt.  H.  J.  Nowlan  recom- 
mends medal ;  approved  March  15,  1891,  by  Adjt.  McCormlck  for  regimental  com- 
mander, and  March  17,  1891,  by  Gen.  Merritt. 

On  Gen.  Schofield's  approval  March  27,  1891,  Acting  Secretary  Grant  awards. 

One  medal  Issued  April  16,  1891. 

2344.  Loyd,  George. 
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Case  No.  1013  (29531  B  EB).  Big  Hole,  Mont.  August  9,  1877.  After  being 
severely  wounded  in  right  slioulder  continued  duty  in  most  courageous  man- 
ner. 

Second  Lieut.  F.  Woodbridge,  Seventh  Infantrj%  recommends  certificate  for 
1013 ;  approved  by  F.  H.  L.  Kendrick,  Seventh  Infantry,  company  commander ; 
Col.  John  Gibbon,  regimental  commander,  approved  February  15,  1878 ;  March  4, 
approved  by  Gen.  Terry ;  March  6,  1878,  recommended  by  Sheridan. 

April  12,  1878,  medal  awarded  in  lieu  of  certificate. 

One  medal  issuetl  May  8,  1878. 

1013.  Brown,  Lorenzo  D. 

Case  No.  2224  (81987-^).  On  Powder  River,  Wyo.,  March  17,  1876.  With 
detachment  cavnlry  charged  on  village  hostile  Indians;  fought  through  en- 
gagement; horse  killed  under  him;  continued  fight  on  foot;  under  severe 
fire  conveyed  two  wounded  comrades  to  place  of  safety.  (This  man  hos- 
pital steward.) 
Afl[idavit  2224,  June  7,  1898 ;  heartily  Indorsed  by  Gen.  T.  H.  Stanton,  May  25, 

1898. 

May  20,  1899,  Col.  E.  H.  Noyes,  Second  Cavalry,  in  command,  views  case  not 

deserving. 

June  3,  1899,  Maj.  Munn,  surgeon,  favors  claim  for  distinguished  gallantry. 
June  12,  1899,  The  Adjutant  General  notes  award  to  be  made. 
Meiklejohn,  Secretary  of  War,  June  15,  1899,  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  July  23, 1900. 

2224.  Bryan,  William  C. 

Case  No.  2225    (252269).     Leach  Lake,  Minn.,   October  5,  1898.    Bravery   in 

action  against  hostile  Indians. 

July  3,  1899,  Senator  K.  Nelson  asks  medal  for  2225,  Inclosing  letter  and 
extract  of  Gen.  Bacon's  report  dated  October  24,  1898,  recommending  medal. 

July  18,  1899,  Surg.  Gen.  Sternberg  recommends;  concurred  in  by  Maj.  Gen. 
Corbin  and  approved  July  27,  1899,  by  Meiklejohn,  Secretary  of  War. 

One  medal  Issued  August  21,  1899. 

2225.  Burkard,  Oscar. 

Case  No.  2240  (20181-91).    Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Twice  rescued  wounded  comrades  under  fire. 

October  27,  1891,  Col.  E.  M.  Heyl  submits  report  of  Lieut.  Hawthorne,  citing 
gallantry. 

December  25,  1891,  Capt.  Capron  recommends  medal;  concurred  In  by  Col. 
Crofton  and  Gen.  Bllles,  and  Secretary  of  War  Grant  awards  January  15,  1892. 

One  medal  issued  January  23,  1892.  (This  man  musician.  Company  E,  First 
United  States  Artillery.) 

2240.  Clancy,  John. 

Case  No.  2222  (115  A  EB  80).  Simon  Valley,  Ariz.,  December  14,  1877.  En- 
gaged single  handed  two  renegate  Indians  until  horse  shot  under  him ;  then 
pursued  them  as  long  as  he  was  able. 

December  31,  1877,  Lieut  Rucker,  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends  for  certificate 
of  merit;  approved  and  recommended  by  departmental  and  divisional  com- 
manders. 
Discharged  for  disability  May  5,  1878. 
W.  T.  Sherman,  in  lieu  of  certificate,  recommends  medal. 
One  medal  issued  January  9,  1880. 
2222.  Brogan,  James. 

Case  No.  2269  (8380).  Powder  River,  Wyo.,  November  25,  1876.  Though  dan- 
gerously wounded  maintained  ground  with  small  party  against  superior  force 
after  commanding  officer  had  been  shot  down,  and  rescued  that  ofllcer  and  a 
comrade  from  enemy. 

Lieut.  Dorst,  May  10,  1891,  K  Troop,  Fourth  Cavalry,  commander,  recom- 
mends, and  Lieut.  Col.  H.  W.  Lawton  corroborates  details  and  urgently  recom- 
mends June  25,  1891. 

November  30,  1876,  report  of  Second  Lieut.  H.  G.  Otis,  Fourth  Cavalry, 
inclosed. 
Gen.  McKenzie,  December  10,  1879,  mentions  distinguished  gallantry. 
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Acting  Secretary  of  War  on  Schofield's  approval  awards  medal  July  3,  1891. 
One  medal  issued  July  14,  1891. 
2269.  Forsyth,  Thomas  H. 

Case  No.  2231   (35445).    Little  Rig  Horn,  Mont.,  June  25  and  26,  1876.    Volun- 
teered and  succeeded  in  obtaining  water  for  wounded ;  displayed  conspicu- 
ously good  conduct  in  assisting  to  drive  away  Indians. 
April  7,  1896,  Congressman  B.  L.  Fairchild  applies  for  medal. 
Indorsement  on  discharge  states  "  l)ehaved  so  well  that  he  was  recommended 

for  a  medal " ;  further  evidence  requested. 

Furnished  September  18,  1890,  one  cerrififate  and  two  aflidavits:  Capt.  T.  M 

McDougall,  Corpl.  Thomas  Carmody,  and  Pvt.  John  James. 
October  24,  1896  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards. 
One  medal  is.sued  October  24,  1896. 
2231.  Oallan,  Thomas  J. 

Case  No.  2428  (6002  B  EB).     Rosebud  River,  Mont,  June  17.  1876.    Gallantry 

in  action. 

October  24,  1878,  Foster,  commanding  I  Troop,  recommends  this  man  for  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  In  action. 

Capt.  Andrews  recommends  specifically  to  consideration  of  general  com- 
manding. 

April  11, 1880,  A.  B.  King  recommends  for  me<lal ;  approved  by  Col.  Brackett; 
Gen.  Crook,  assistant  adjutant  in  absence  of  lieutenant  general  commanding; 
approved  by  Gen.  Sherman  May,  1880. 

One  medal  Issued  June  1,  1880. 

2428.  Shingle,  John  H.   (John  Henry). 

Case  No.  2210  (49817-97).     Spring  Creek,  Nebr.,  May  16,  1869.    AVhile  ser\ing 
with  scouting  column  troop  attacked  by  vastly  sitperior  force  Indians;  ad- 
vanced to  high  ground,  dismounted  men  and  fought  until  relieved. 
Extract  report,  May  22,  1869,  Ma.1.  E.  A.  Carr ;  aflidavits  W.  F.  Cody  and 
J.  B.  Stevens,  acting  first  sergeant. 

February  3,  1897,  recommended  to  Secretary  of  War  by  Ruggles. 
February  12,  1897,  Gen.  Merrltt  states  2210  rightly  entitled  to  medal ;  Secre- 
tary of  War  awards  September  9,  1897. 
One  medal  Issued  September  18,  1897. 
2210.  Babcock,  John  B. 

Case  No.  2279  (41800).    Mizpah  Creek,  Mont.,  April  10,  1879;  Pumpkin  Creek, 
Mont.,  February  10,  1880.    While  in  charge  of  small  scouting  parties  fought, 
charge<l,  surrounded,  and  captured  war  parties  of  Sioux  Indians. 
Gen.  Miles  reports  February  10,  1880. 

Adjutant  General's  record  engagement  Indians,  March  25,  1879. 
August  7,  1896,  recommended  by  Gen.  Miles. 
August  27,  1896,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  denies. 
November  11,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards. 
One  medal  Issued  November  20,  1897. 
2279.  Glover,  Thomas  B. 

Case  No.  2221   (13995-95).     O'Fallons  Creek,  Mont.,  April  1,  1880.    Fearless 

exposure  and  dashing  bravery  In  cutting  off  Indians'  pony  herd,  thereby 

greatly  crippling  the  hostlles. 

January  19,  1895,  Capt.  E.  L.  Huggins,  Second  Cavalry,  recommends  medal 
of  honor ;  brief  Adjutant  General  record. 

On  Gen.  Miles's  recommendation,  January  21,  1895,  Assistafrt  Secretary  Doe 
awards  February  7,  1895. 

One  medal  Issued  February  7,  1895. 

2221.  Brett,  Lloyd  M. 

Case  No.  2217   (2426  A-81).  Mimbers  Mountains,  N.  Mex.,  May  29,  1879;  Cu- 

chillo  Negro,  N.  Mex.,  September  27,  1879.    Bravery  In  action. 
Request  for  certificate  merit  January  16,  1881,  approved. 

Fifteenth  indorsement  certificate  merit  not  applicable  to  all  enlisted  men; 
medal  honor  suggested. 

Recommended  and  approvtnl  by  R.  C.  Drum  and  W.  T.  Sherman,  December 
13.  1881,  and  niedni  awarded  January  6,  1882. 

One  medal  awardetl  January  6,  1882. 

2217.  Boyne,  Thomas. 
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Case  No.  2287  (32377).    The  Lava  Beds,  Calif.,  January  17,  1873.     In  advance 

upon  Indians  concealed,  seeing  some  of  his  men  hesitate,  at  ^reat  rislt  to  him- 

.<?elf,  fearlessly  walketl  in  front  of  the  line,  reassuring  command,  which  then 

advanced  uixui  hidden  foe. 

Ai)plicati<m  2287  for  medal  with  Inclosures  as  follows:  Extract  reiM)rt  Col. 
A.  C,  (Jillem,  June  1,  1874;  extract  reiM)rt  Fehruary  7,  1873,  Lieut.  Col.  F. 
Wheaton,  Twenty-lirst  Infantry  ;  also  letters  Brijr.  (Jen.  Wheaton,  January  10, 

1894;  report  October  29,  1897,  G.  H.  Burton. 

November  4,  1S97,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards. 

One  medal  issued  November  18,  1897. 

2287.  Green,  John. 

<'ase  No.  2420    (14159).     Carizo  Canyon,  N.   Mex.,  August  12.  1881.     Forced 

enemy  baclc  and  preventeil  them  from  surrounding  command. 

Certificate  of  merit  disapprove<l  and  on  November  18,  1890;  K  Troop,  Ninth 
Cavalry,  Connuander  Charles  Parker  recommends  medal  of  honor;  approveil 
by  regimental  commander,  and  on  approval,  November  21,  1890,  by  (Jen.  Scho- 
lield.  Grant  awanls  medal. 

One  medal  Issueil  I)e<'ember  7,  1890. 

2426.  Shaw,  Thtmias. 

Ca.se  No.  2213  (72  A82).     Fort  Apache,  Ariz.,  Sei)tember  U,  1881.     Bravery  In 

action. 

November  7,  1881.  E.  A.  Carr  recommended  for  gnllantry  In  action;  approved 
by  W.  T.  Sherman  November  8,  1882,  and  awarded  November  S,  1882. 

One  medal  Issued  November  8,  1882. 

2213.  Barnes,  William  C. 

Case  No.  2338  (7179  a  80).     Milk  River,  Colo.,  September  29,  1879.     Coolness 

and  steadiness  imder  tire;  volunteered  to  accompany  small  detachment  on 

very  dangerous  ndsslon. 

March  17.  1880,  Capt.  Payne,  Fifth  Cavalry,  recommemls  2338  and  2869  for 
medal,  in  addition  to  previous  recommendations;  (4en.  Merritt  forwards;  Gen. 
Crook  reconunencls  March  27,  1880;  Assistant  Adjutant  (ieneral,  in  absence  of 
Lieut.  Gen.  Commanding,  Gen.  Merrltt  says:  "Both  these  men  are  known  to  me 
as  men  of  most  excellent  character,"  April  17,  1880. 

Secretary  of  Wnr  awards;  six  medals  in  all  w^ere  IssutHl  for  this  expedition, 
approved  by  Gen.  Sherman. 

Twi)  medals  Issued  June  7,  1880. 

2338.  Lawton,  John  S. 

2369.  Merrill,  John. 

Case  No.  2381  (4.332  B  EB).    Milk  River,  Colo.,  Sc^^tember  29,  1879.    Gallantry 

in  action. 

Second  Lieut.  J.  B.  S.  Paddock,  Fifth  Cavalry,  recommv»nds  for  me<lal,  action 
with  I'tes  on  Milk  Klver,  (^olo. ;  March  18,  1880,  Merrltt  approves;  Crook  recom- 
mends; In  absence  of  Lieutenant  General  Commanding,  Adjutant  General  for- 
wards approval. 

One  medal  Issued  April  23,  18S0. 

2391.  Murphy,  Edward  F. 

Cases  No.  2480,  2420  (3.">436).  Horseshoe  Canyon,  N.  Mex.,  April  23,  1882.  As- 
sisted under  heavy  fire  to  rescue  wounded  comrade. 

July  3,  1890,  2420  writes  Adjutant  (ieneral  with  reference  to  rescue  of  Pvt. 
Leonard,  who  was  wcmnded. 

2480  recommeiKled  by  (ien.  Miles  for  brevet  May  28,  1890. 

Letter  April  24,  189(5,  (Jen.  Miles  re<*(mnuends  medal  honor  for  2480,  which 
was  not  received  by  Secretary  of  War  until  May  4,  189G. 

2420  menticmed  as  assisting  in  rescue. 

Two  medals  issued  August  17,  1896. 

2480.  Wilder.  Wllber  E. 

2420.  Schnitzer,  John. 

Case  No.  2253  (.3382).    Las  Animas  Canyon,  N.  Mex.,  September  18,  1879.    Ad- 
vanced alone  Into  enemy's  lines,  carried  off  wounded  soldier  under  hot  fire 
after  he  had  been  ordered  to  retreat. 
February   15,  1890,  applicant   requests  medal;  Incloses  statement  of  H.  H. 

Wright  of  his  services. 
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Award  recommended  by  Maj.  Guy  V.  Henry,  Maj.  Randlett,  Ninth  Cavalry, 
post  commander  and  commanding  general,  Division  of  Missouii. 
March  3,  1890,  Gen.  Crook  recommends,  also  Gen.  Schofleld. 
Secretary  of  War  Proctor  concurs  and  awards  April  26,  1890. 
One  medal  issued  May  7,  1890. 
2253,  Day,  Matthias  W. 

Case  No.  2257  (68195).    Near  White  River  Agency,  Colo..  September  29,  1879. 

With  force  40  men  rode  all  night  to  relief  of  command  defeated  and  besieged 

by  overwhelming  force  Indians;  reached  field  daylight,  joined  in  action,  and 

fought  three  days. 

Adjutant  General  furnishes  military  record. 

January  7,  1898,  Z.  B.  Bliss  incloses  military  record  of  2257. 

General  Order  17,  Department  of  Missouri,  October  10,  1879. 

Gen.  Crook's  letter  October  8,  1879. 

December  27,  1897,  Gen.  Merritt  recommends,  stating  he  "  feels  sure  that  this 
recommendation  and  that  of  Gen.  Crook,  procured  at  the  time,  will  secure  for 
him  the  well-deserved  honor." 

Application  approved  by  Secretary  of  War  Alger  March  22,  1898. 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898. 

2257.    Dodge,  Francis  S. 

Case  No.  2397  (6141).    Mill  Creek,  Colo.,  September  29,  1879.     With  9  others 

voluntarily  attacked  and  captured  strong  position  held  by  Indians. 

September  9,  1894,  2397  wishes  Information  whether  or  not  entitled  to  medal 
or  certificate  merit ;  approved  by  Capt.  E.  D.  Thomas,  Fifth  Cavalry ;  J.  B.  R 
Paddock,  in  indorsement,  September  24,  gives  incident 

October  4,  1894,  Capt.  J.  S.  Payne,  narrates  occurrence. 

November  1,  1894,  Col.  Wade  approves;  Frank  Wheaton,  brigadier  general, 
concurs  in  recommendation  of  Lieut.  Paddock  and  Col.  Wade. 

December  7,  1894,  case  is  recommended  to  Secretary  of  War  by  Adjutant 
Greneral ;  award  December  12,  1894. 

One  medal  Issued  December  12,  1894. 

2397.    Phillpson,  Wllhelm  O. 

Case  No.  2237  (14574-91).    Cibicu,  Ariz.,  August  30,  1881.    Rescued,  with  volun- 
tary assistance  of  two  soldiers,  the  wounded  from  under  heavy  fire. 
August  24,  1891,  Col.  E.  A.  Carr  recommends  for  medal  honor,  also  2303 

(below)  ;  August  29,  1891,  Gen.  Wilcox  approves. 
Adjutant  (General  states  that  2237  is  entitled  to  medal  honor  and  Secretary 

oi  War  awards  as  recommended. 
One  medal  issued  September  17,  1891. 
2237.    Carter,  William  H. 

Case  No.  2303   (6104  B   (EB)).     Cibicu,  Ariz.,  August  30,  1881.     Bravery  in 

action. 

June  11,  1888,  applicant  requests  information  as  to  disposition  of  recom- 
mendation for  medal  made  August,  1881 ;  letter  forwarde<l  to  division  head- 
quarters October  22,  1881 ;  no  further  action  taken. 

Indorsement  shows  medal  awarded  July  9,  1888. 

Mentioned  in  case  No.  2237  (above). 

One  modal  Issued  July  20,  1888. 

2303.    Heartory,  Richard. 

Case  No.  2216  (3792).    Cibicu  Creik,  Ariz.,  August  30,  1881.    Conspicuous  and 

extraordinary  bravery  in  attacking  mutinous  scouts. 

March  29,  1882,  W.  H.  Carter,  first  lieutenant,  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends 
2216  for  medal. 

March  29,  1882,  E.  A.  Carr  recommends;  April  24,  1882,  O.  B.  Wilcox,  major 
general  commanding  Department  of  Arizona,  approves ;  forwarded  by  McDowell, 
major  general. 

Mav  25,  1882.  forwarded  by  Adjutant  General ;  disapproved,  pending  investiga- 
tion, by  Gen.  Sherman,  May  26,  1882. 

November  4,  1882,  Gen.  Sherman  approves  medal  for  this  man. 

One  medal  issued  November  4,  1882. 

22 IG.    Bowman,  Alonzo. 

Case  No.  2341,  2398  (4141).    Muddy  Creek,  Mont,  May  7,  1877.    Bravery  In 


action ;  gallantry  in  action. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GE2^ERAL  STAFF   CORPS  AND   MEDALS  OF   HONOR.  415 

July  4,  1877,  Col.  N.  A.  Miles,  Fifth  Infantry,  specifically  recommends  these 
two  men  for  medal,  action  against  hostile  Sioux  Indians  May  8,  1877 ;  approved 
Aug:ust  1,  1877. 

Two  medals  issued  August  8,  1877. 

2341.    Leonard,  William. 

2398.    Phillips,  Samuel  D. 

Case  No.  2376  (33917).  Big  Dry  Fork,  Ariz.,  July  17,  1882.  Gallantly  held 
ground  at  critical  moment;  fired  upon  advancing  enemy  (hostile  Indians) 
until  himself  disabled  by  shot 

March  6,  1892,  report  of  Capt.  F.  West  recommends  2376  for  medal  honor.    . 
Name  not  mentioned  in  report  of  expedition  by  MaJ.  Evans. 
This  case  contains  the  brief  of  four  cases,  namely :  2376,  2453,  2477,  and  2249. 
One  medal  issued  July  15,  1892. 
2376.  Morgan,  George  H. 

Case  No.  2249  (22852).    Big  Dry  Fork,  Ariz.,  July  17,  1882.    Gallantly  charged 

hostile  Indians;  compelled  them  to  keep  under  cover,  thus  recovering  severely 

wounded  comrade. 

.January  5,  1892,  Lieut.  Col.  A.  W.  Evans  recommends  this  man  for  medal 
honor;  concurred  in  by  report  of  engagement  of  February  2,  1892,  by  Frank 
West,  commanding  Troop  C,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Rei)ort  Capt.  Cramer,  commanding:  Troop  E,  Sixth  Cavalr>'.  January  12,  1892. 

Report  Col.  Carr,  August  29,  1880,  particularly  mentions  2249;  Col.  Carr 
Incloses  affidavits  of  Sergt.  Martin  and  Corpl.  Horan,  Troop  E,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

Gen.  Schofleld  desires  separate  reports  in  cases  2249,  2477,  and  2376. 

One  medal  Issued  July  12,  1892. 

2249.  Cruse,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  2477   (33918).     Big  Dry  Wash,  Ariz.,  July  17,  1882.     Rallied  com- 

mand  and  led  it  in  the  advance  against  enemy's  fortified  i>osition. 

Col.  Carr  recommends  2477  for  medal  of  honor  for  distinguished  and  gallant 
service  against  hostile  Apaches. 

Approved,  Schofleld,  July  1,  1892. 

Secretary  of  War  Elklns,  on  above  approval,  awards. 

One  medal  issued  July  12,  1892. 

2477.  West,  Frank. 

Case  No.  2453  (10002  C  (EB)  82).    Big  Dry  Wash,  Ariz,,  July  17,  1882.    Gal- 
lantry in  action. 
September  10,  1882,  Capt.  A.  D.  King,  Third  Cavali'y.  D  Troop  commander, 

specifically   recommends;   indorsed,   recommended  by  Capt.  Abbott,  K  Troop, 

Third  Cavalry.   September  13,   1882,  and  by   Second  Lieut.   F.   O.   Johnson; 

approved  September  27,  1882,  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  B.  Royall. 
Crook.  Schofield,  and  Sherman  approve  and  recommend. 
One  medal  issued  December  16,  1882. 
2453.  Taylor,  Charles. 

Crso  No.  2227  (55500097)  (5723  ACP  84).    Cuchillo,  Negro  Mountains,  N.  Mex., 

August  16,  1881.     Saved  life  dismounted  soldier  by  galloping  quickly  to  his 

assistance,  under  heavy  fire,  escorting  him  to  place  of  safety;  horse  twice 

shot  in  this  action. 

Mentioned  in  Orders  28,  December  3,  1881,  Department  of  Missouri,  which  Is 
fliipplemental  to  General  Order  24,  same  department. 

Recommended  by  First  Lieut.  G.  Valois  November  7,  1881. 

March  23,  1897,  affidavit  of  Valois,  and  extracts  of  report  of  engagement 
with  hostile  Indians,  Division  of  the  Missouri. 

Affidavit  Moses  Williams,  February  17,  1897,  and  Augustus  Wallev,  March  10, 
1897. 

July  28,  1881,  Col.  Edw.  Hatch,  Ninth  Cavalry,  states  2227  behaved  with 
gallantry  in  the  action. 

Brief  of  api^ication  of  2227. 

One  medal  issued  July  23,  1897. 

2227.  Burnett,  George  R. 

Case  No.  2482  (41940).  Foot  Hills  Cuchillo,  Negro  Mountains,  N.  Mex.,  August 
16,  1881.  Rallied  detachment;  conducted  running  fight  four  hours;  stood 
by  commanding  oflicer  in  exposed  position ;  saved  lives  of  at  least'  three 
comrades. 
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Applies,  July  29,  1896,  for  medal  honor ;  incloses  letter  of  Lieut.  Burnett 
Capt.  Taylor,  commanding  troop  October  4,  1896,  believes  the  man  is  entitled 
to  medal. 

November  12,  1896.  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  November  12,  1896. 
2482.  Williams,  Moses. 

Case  No.  2467  (12608).    Cuchillo,  Negro  Mountains,  N.  Mex.,  August  16,  1881. 

Bravery  in  action  with  hostile  Indians. 

June  4,  1890,  2467  applies  for  medal  honor ;  mentions  no  particular  act 

Adjutant  General's  record  September  16,  1890,  no  mention  of  enlisted  men. 

Letter  troop  commander,  Lieut  Burnett,  bears  testimony  to  bravery;  ap- 
proved and  recommended  by  regimental  commander. 

Schofield,  September  17,  1890,  recommends  medal,  which  is  granted  by  Grant 

One  medal  issued  October  1,  1890. 

2467.  Walley,  Augustus. 

Case  No.  2321   (5993).     Milk  River,  Colo.,  October  2-5,  1879.     Voluntarily  left 

shelter  and  under  heavy  fire  at  close  range  made  rounds  of  pits  to  instruct 

guard;   fought  way  to  creek  to  bring  water  to  wounded. 

March  23.  1890,  writes  Gen.  Dodge,  paymaster,  for  medal  honor;  referred 
to  Capt.  Hughes,  Ninth  ('avalry,  by  Charles  I'nrker,  commanding  Ninth 
Cavalry,  commending,  states  2321  "^seems  wortliy";  Hughes  returns  stating 
he  remembers  that  2321  rendered  conspicuous  service ;  returned  by  Ma j.  Dodge 
to  2321,  stating  that  remarks  of  Capts.  Parker  and  Hughes  are  c*oncurred  In; 
forwarded  by  Capt.  Parker  to  Adjutant  General  United  States  Army;  CX»1. 
Kllford,  commanding  Ninth  Cavalry,  forwards  recommending  application  be 
granted. 

April  25,  1890,  Brooke  forwards,  no  recommendation  to  make,  submits  to 
major  general  commanding,  who  requests  official  report  of  engagement. 

May  9,  1890,  Schofield  states  case  seems  to  rest  upon  statement  of  applicant 
and  calls  for  additional  evidence. 

August  26,  1890,  applicant  submits  own  affidavit  corroborated  by  two  com- 
rades, to  the  effect  that  while  sergeant  of  the  guard  he  went  from  his  rifle 
pit  while  under  fire  to  give  instructions  to  members  of  the  guard;  this  addi- 
tional evidence  makes  no  reference  to  the  alleged  act  of  bravery  In  going 
after  water,  etc.,  for  which  medal  Is  claimed. 

September  1,  1890,  Schofield  returns  to  Secretary  of  War,  stating  that  "evi- 
dence In  this  case  seems  to  me  to  justify  the  granting  of  a  medal  of  honor 
to  this  soldier." 

September  18,  1890,  Grant  awards  medal  on  recommendation  of  Schofield. 

Medal  issued  September  22,  1890. 

2321.  Johnson,  Henry. 

Case  No.  2353  (52466).  White  Bird  Canyon,  Idaho,  June  17,  1877.  DeUiletl 
with  six  men  to  hold  commanding  position;  held  It  with  great  gallantry 
until  troops  fell  back.  Fought  way  through  Indians,  rejoined  portion  of 
command  and  contlnue<l  to  fight  in  retreat.  Two  horses  shot  from  under 
him;  was  captured;  escaped  and  reported  for  duty  three  days  after. 
April  24,  1897,  (Mpt.  J.  C.  Trimble,  retired,  recommends  2353  for  medal  of 
honor;  had  been  n^'ommended  for  certificate  merit,  but  as  the  law  then  stood, 
it  could  be  granted  to  privates  (mly. 

Indorsement,  July  7,  1897,  Capt.  W.  H.  Parnell  concurs  in  Trimble's  in- 
dorsement and  recommends  for  medal. 

Secretary  Alger.  November  5,  1897,  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  November  20,  1897. 
2353.  McC^irthy,  Michael. 

Case   No.   1811    (493069).     lienton,   Ark.,   July   25,   1864.     Pursued   and   killed 

C(mfeilerate   Brig.   Gen.   George   M.   Holt,   Arkansas   Militia,    capturing  his 

arms  and  horse. 

Extract  from  report  of  Maj.  Gen.  Steele,  commanding  Depa\;tmeiit  of  Ar- 
kansas, August  15,  1864  ♦  *  *  "25th,  a  scouting  party  from  the  Third 
Missouri  Cavalry  *  ♦  *  charging  into  town,  1811  pursued  and  killed, 
etc."     *     *     * 

One  medal  Issiunl  December,  1864. 

1811.  Lucas,  George  W. 
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Case  No.  2501  (12284  B  EB  78).     Plum  Creek,  Kans..  March,  1868.     While  in 

charge  powder  train  from  Fort  Harker  to  Fort  Dodge,  attacked  by  party 

desperadoes  who  attempted  to  rescue  deserter  and  fire  train;  single  handed 

repelled  attack,  wounding  two  and  brought  train  through  safe. 

Special  Orders,  No.  39,  Headquarters  Fort  Dodge,  March  13,  1868,  Mnj.  H. 
Douglas  states  specific  act  In  detail. 

Application  August  16,  1878;  Indorsed  August  16,  1878,  by  Capt.  Hobart, 
commanding  company,  stating  2501  participated  In  27  engagements  with  the 
Army  of  the  Potomac;  approved  by  Brooke,  lieutenant  colonel;  John  Gibbon, 
colonel  Seventh  Infantry,  and  Sheridan,  lieutenant  general,  commanding. 

One  medal  Issued  October  19,  1878. 

2501.  Fegan,  James. 
Cases  Nos.  2500,  2504   (1181).    Arizona,  May  11,  1889.    2500.  Fight  between 

paymaster's  escort  and  robbers;  shot  in  abdomen;  did  not  leave  field  until 

again   wounded   through  both  arms.    2504.  Gallantry  in  fight   paymaster's 

escort  and  robbers. 

Paymaster  Wham,  September  1,  1889,  in  report  recommends  medal  for  two. 

Forwarded,  approved  by  Col.  Z.  R.  Bliss,  Twenty-fourth  Infantry,  November 
9,  1889. 

January  21,  1890,  approved  by  telegraph,  department  and  division  com- 
manders. 

Robert  H.  Hall,  lieutenant  colonel  Sixth  Infantry,  inspector  general.  May 
17,  1889,  submits  adverse  report. 

Clippings  Chicago  Inter-Ocean,  February  24,  1890. 

General  Orders  18,  Adjutant  General's  Ofllce,  February  24,  1890,  mentions 
two. 

February  1,  1890,  Secretary  of  War  approves  recommendations  of  regimental 
commanders  Twenty-fourth  Infantry,  Tenth  Infantry,  and  department  and 
divisional  commanders. 

Two  medals  Issued  February  19,  1890. 

2500.  Brown,  Benjamin. 

2504,  Mays,  Isaiah. 
Case  No.  2358  (2826).    Rosebud  River,  Mont..  June  17, 1876.    Gallantry  In  action. 

Lieut.  V.  Reynolds,  Third  Cavalry,  June  10,  1880,  recommends  2358  for  dis- 
tinguishes! gallantry ;  approved  by  Col.  Brooke,  Gen.  Crook,  and  Gen.  Sheridan. 

One  medal  issued  August  9,  1880. 

2358.  McGnnn.  Michael  A. 

Case  No.  2409  (2644  B  (EB)  78).    Rosebud  River,  Mont..  June  17,  1876.    Dis- 
oliarccd  duties  in  charge  of  skirmish  line  under  fire  with  judgment  and  cool- 
ness and  broue:ht  up  led  horses  at  critical  momont. 
Capt.  Guy  V.  Henry  reconmiends,  February  18,  1878.  for  certificate  merit;  ap- 

provtHl  by  I.leut.  Col.  BraiUey ;  Maj.  Mason,  Third  Cavalry ;  Gen.  Crook  and  R.  C. 

Drum  for  lieutenant  general  commanding. 
This  man  was  first  sergeant  and  it  was  considered  that  privates  only  were 

eligible  for  certificates  of  merit,  so  medal  was  awarded  February  18, 1880, 
One  medal  Issued  January  23,  1880. 
2401).  Robinson,  Joseph. 

Case  No.  2395  (3310).  White  Bird  Canyon,  Idaho,  June  17,  1877.    With  few  men, 
in  face  of  heavy  fire  from  Indians,  at  Imminent  pertl,  returned  and  rescued 
soldier  whose  horse  had  been  killed  and  who  had  been  left  behind  in  retreat. 
February  19, 1894,  applicant  refers  to  military  record. 
May  24, 1897,  requests  information  in  regard  to  application  made  In  1894. 
Afiidavit  of  Aman  Hartman,  Troop  H,  First  Cavalry. 
Indorsement  of  Col.  David  Perry,  Ninth  Cavalrj-. 
September  8.  1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  September  16,  1897. 
239.").  Parnell,  William  R. 

Case  No.  22rM  (7598).  Las  Animas  Canyon,  N.  Mex.,  September  18,  1879.    Re- 
moved wounded  comrade  to  place  of  safety  under  heavy  fire. 
Taylor,  captain,  Ninth  Cavalry,  recommends  2255  for  medal  of  honor;  incloses 

two  afladavlts  and  one  certificate. 

Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  November  27, 1894. 
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One  medal  issued  November  27,  1894. 
2255.  Denny,  John. 

Case  No.  2342  (2277  A).  Bluff  Station,  Wyo.,  January  20  and  22,  1877.  Bravery 
in  skirmish. 

J.  B.  Johnson,  commander  B.  Troop,  Third  Cavalry,  February  7,  1879,  retn>m- 
mends  this  man  be  given  a  medal  of  honor ;  approved  and  recommended  by  Maj. 
Evans ;  recommended  by  Gen.  Crook ;  Sheridan  forAvards  February  21, 1879. 

Gen.  Sherman  approves  issue  of  medal  March  28, 1879. 

One  medal  Issued  March  28,  1879. 

2342.  Lewis,  William  B. 

Case  No.  2112  (528611).    Oilman's  Ranch,  Nebr.,  May  12,  1865.    Gallentry  in 

defending  Government  property  against  Indians. 

General  Orders  No.  10,  of  May  29, 1865,  District  of  the  Plains,  Colo.,  specifically 
recommends  to  Secretary  of  War  for  medal  of  honor. 

Letter  of  Brig.  Gen.  P.  G.  Connor,  June  8, 1865,  requests  medal  for  this  man. 

Maj.  Gen.  G.  N.  Dodge  forwards,  recomm^iding  approval. 

One  medal  issued  July  24,  1865. 

2112.  Lohnes,  Francis  W. 

Case  Nos.  2343,  2458  (16040).    Bear  Paw  Mountain,  Mont.,  September  30,  1877. 

Directed  to  order  troop  to  advance ;  both  officers  killed ;  voluntarily  assumed 

command ;  under  heavy  fire  from  Indians,  advanced  troop  to  position. 

December  27,  1877,  report  operations  against  Nez  Perces.  battle  of  Bear  Paw 
Mountain,  Mont.,  September  20, 1877,  by  Col.  Miles,  Fifth  Cavalry,  brevet  major 
general,  United  States  Army ;  this  man  specifically  recommended  by  Col.  Nelson 
A,  Miles,  also  in  further  report  dated  August  28,  1890. 

March  22,  1895,  Doe,  Assistant  Secretary,  awards  medal  to  2343  and  similar 
Individual  action  on  2458. 

Two  medals  issued  March  22,  1895. 

2343.  Long,  Oscar  F. 

2458.  Tilton,  Ilenry  R.  Fearlessly  risked  life  and  displayed  great  gallantry 
in  rescuing  and  protecting  the  wounded  men. 

Case  No.  2324  (4695).  Fort  Tulerso,  N.  Mex.,  May  14, 1880.  While  commanding 
detachment  of  25  men,  repulsed  force  of  more  than  100  Indians.  Carrizo  Can- 
yon, N.  Mex.,  August  12, 1881.  While  commanding  right  of  detachment  19  men, 
held  ground,  exposed  position,  gallantry;  forced  back  superior  number,  pre- 
venting surround  of  command. 

March  14, 1890,  Parker,  captain  commanding  Troop  K,  recommends  for  medal ; 
Indorsed  favorably  by  Guy  V.  Henry,  commanding  regiment ;  Brooke,  no  recom- 
mendation ;  Schofleld  forwards  w^ithout  recommendation.  Copy  of  Parker's  origi- 
nal letter  April  6,  1886. 

April  26,  1890,  Secretary  awards  on  recommendation  of  major  general  com- 
manding. 

One  medal  Issued  May  7,  1890. 
2324.  Jordan,  George  H. 

Case  No.  2334  (4693).    White  River,  S.  Dak.,  Janjuary  1,  1891.    Led  the  advance 

In  spirited  movement  to  assistance  of  Troop  K,  Sixth  Cavalry. 

W.  H.  Carter,  commander  Troop  F,  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends  this  man 
for  medal  of  honor ;  approved  by  Maj.  Tupper,  battalion  commander  and  regi- 
mental commander. 

Recommended  March  30  by  Gen.  Brooke,  department  commander,  and  on 
approval  of  Gen.  Schofield,  April  13,  1891 ;  Grant  awards  medal  of  honor  April 
16,  1891,  for  distinguished  bravery  in  action  with  Indians  on  Sioux  Resena- 
tion  January  1,  1891. 

Mentioned  in  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  awarded  May  1,  1891. 

2334.  Knight,  Joseph  F. 

Cases  Nos.  2386,  2431   (923).     White  River,  S.  Dak.,  January  1,  1891.    With 

five  men,  repelled  superior  force  of  enemy;  held  position  against  repeated 

attempts  to  capture  It. 

Capt.  J.  B.  Kerr,  Troop  K,  commander  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends  medals 
of  honor  for  distinguished  services  In  action  with  Indians  January  1,  1891; 
approved  by  regimental  and  division  commanders  Brooke  and  Miles. 

On  approval  Gen.  Schofield,  January  21,  1891,  medals  were  awarded. 
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Map  of  route  and  sketch  of  battle  ground. 

Mentioned  In  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

Two  medals  issued  February  4,  1891. 

2886.  Myers,  Fred. 

2431.  Smith,  CJornellus  C. 

Case  No.  1286  (260876).    Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  May  31  and  June  1.  1862.    Gallantiy 

maintained  line  of  battle  until  ordered  to  fall  back. 

This  man  applies  by  letter  November  30,  1890,  stating  he  was  cited  in  orders 
by  Maj.  Gen.  Kearney,  and  requests  information  whether  or  not  entitled  to 
medal  of  honor. 

Schofield,  November  28, 1890,  states  that  the  award  of  medal  should  be  based 
upon  the  exact  official  report  of  the  gallant  conduct  for  which  it  Is  given. 

Submits  private  letter  of  S.  B.  Hayman  dated  December  22,  1890. 

Adjutant  General  gives  extract  of  Gen.  Kearney's  report  dated  May  31  and 
June  1,  1862;  states  1286  was  particularly  distingulrtied  for  courage  and 
activity. 

December  26,  1890,  letter  of  applicant  asking  if  testimony  Is  sufficient  for  the 
granting  of  medal. 

Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal ;  Assistant  Secretary  approves  recommenda- 
tion and  directs  award. 

One  medal  Issued  January  20,  1891. 

1286.  O'Belme,  James  R. 

Case  No.  2488  (14875).    Bravery,  Sioux  campaign  1890. 

August  14, 1891, 2488  applied  for  medal,  inclosing  commendatory  order  of  MaJ. 
Henry,  Ninth  Cavalry,  approved  by  troop  commander;  also  by  Capt.  Loud, 
Ninth  Cavalry,  August  21,  1891;  First  Lieut.  PoweU,  Ninth  Cavahry,  August 
22,  1891 ;  approved  by  James  Biddle,  also  Gen.  Brooke,  August  21,  1891. 

September  3,  1891,  approved  by  commanding  general,  and  medal  awarded  by 
Grant  September  8,  1891. 

Mentioned  in  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  September  17,  1891. 

2486.  Wilson,  William  O. 

Case  No.  2392  (3557).    White  Clay  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  30, 1890.    Bravery. 

Nowlan,  commander  I  Troop,  Seventh  Cavalry,  recommends  this  man;  ap- 
proved by  Col.  Forsyth,  March  6,  and  Gen.  Merrltt,  March  9,  1891. 

Adjutant  General,  for  major  general  commanding,  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  1,  1891. 

2392.  Nolan,  Richard  J. 

Case  No.  2405  (3804).    White  Clay  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  30,  1890.    Bravery. 

March  11,  1891,  L.  R.  Hare,  commander  Troop  K,  Seventh  Cavalry,  recom- 
mends this  man. 

Affidavit  First  Lieut.  Jetter,  Troop  K,  dated  March  13,  1891. 

Certificate  by  Hare  March  13, 1891. 

Application  approved  by  Col.  Forsyth;  approved  by  Gen.  Merritt  March  16, 
1891 ;  approved  by  Schofield,  and  Acting  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  March 
30,  1891. 

^lentloned  In  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17, 1891. 

One  medal  issued  April  13,  1891. 

2405.  Ragnar,  Theodore. 

Case  No.  2305   (3997).     Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Distinguished  bravery. 

March  17,  1891,  Charles  H.  Varnum,  Troop  B,  Seventh  Cavalry,  recommends 
specifically;  approved  by  adjutant  in  absence  of  regimental  commander;  for- 
warded by  Merritt,  March  21,  1891. 

Extract  by  Adjutant  (»eneral  gives  military  record  both  cases. 

Department  commander  makes  no  remarks. 

Both  cases  granted  on  recommendation  of  Gen.  Schofield. 

Mentioned  In  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

Two  medals  Issued  April  16,  1891. 

2305.  Hillock.  Marvin  C. 

2469.  Ward,  James. 

Case  No.  1005  (4703-91).    White  River,  S.  Dak.,  January  1,  1801.    Distinguished 
services. 
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March  5,  1891,  Tupper,  major.  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends  for  medal  of  honor; 
indorsed  3Iarch  6,  1891,  by  Morrow,  lieutenant  colonel,  commanding  regiment, 
^ipproved  and  recommended  to  Col.  Carr,  who  was  in  command  of  regiment  at 
time  of  engagement ;  Carr,  colonel,  Sixth  Cavalry,  forwards  approved ;  Brooke 
approves;  Schofield  forwards  without  recommendation  April  3,  1891. 

April  9,  1891,  Schofield  forwards,  under  second  indorsement,  recommending 
medal  for  distinguished  bravery  in  action  with  hostile  Indians  on  White  River, 
January  1,  1891. 

Grant  awards  on  above  recommendation. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  W.  D.,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  April  25,  1891. 

1005.  Kerr,  John  B. 

Case  No.  2312  (11005).    White  River,  S.  Dak.,  January  1,  1891.     Bravery  in 

action. 

June  6, 1891,  J.  B.  Kerr,  captain.  Sixth  Cavalry,  commanding  Troop  K,  recom- 
mends medal;  June  28,  1891,  Tupper,  major,  Sixth'  Cavalry,  commanding,  for 
wards  approved  and  recommended  in  absence  of  Col.  Carr;  Brooke  forwards 
without  recommendation;  Miles,  major  general,  commanding,  recommends 
July  1,  1891. 

Grant  awards  July  16,  1891. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  W.  D.,  December  17,  1891. 
.     One  medal  issued  July  25, 1891. 

2312.  Howze,  Robert  L. 

Case   No.   2239    (4690  PRD   91).     White  River,   S.   Dak.,   January   1.   1891. 

Headed  advance  across  White  River  to  effective  assistance  of  Troop  K. 

Sixth  Cavalry. 

March  5, 1891,  Tupper,  major.  Sixth  Cavalry,  recommends  for  medal  of  honor; 
indorsed  March  6,  1891,  by  Morrow,  lieutenant  colonel,  commanding  regiment, 
approved  and  recommended,  recommended  by  Carr,  colonel  Sixth  Cavalry; 
recommended  by  Brooke,  brigadier  general,  commanding;  recommended  by 
Schofield,  major  general,  commanding,  April  3, 1891. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  W.  D.,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  Issued  April  25,  1891. 

2239.  Cheever,  Benjamin  H.,  jr. 

Cases  Nos.  2209,  2364  (7343,  7356-91).  Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  Decem- 
ber 29,  1890.     While  Indians  were  concealed  in  ravine,  directed  fire  from 

skirmish  line  and  assisted  in  effort  to  dislodge  them. 

April  17, 1891,  recommended  by  H.  D.  Sickle,  first  lieutenant.  Seventh  Cavalry. 

May  4,  1891,  troop  commander  earnestly  recommends ;  approved  May  5,  1891, 
by  Forsyth ;  forwarded  by  Gren.  Merritt ;  no  recommendation. 

April  18,  1891,  letter  of  Second  Lieut.  Rice  to  Adjutant  General. 

General  Order  100,  W.  D.,  December  17,  1891,  gives  specially  meritorious 
acts  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  for  the  year  1890. 

One  medal  issued  June  27, 1891  (2209). 

One  medal  issued  June  23,  1891  (2364). 

2209.  Austin,  William  G. 

2364.  McMillan,  Albert  W. 

Case  No.  2505   (1014593).     Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.     As  aid-de-camp 

led   charge  with  part  of  regiment,  pierced  enemy's  center,  silenced  some 

artillery,  got  in  rear,  caused  him  to  abandon  position. 

September  22,  1893,  2505  applies  for  medal  of  honor. 

Adjutant  General  gives  extract  report  of  Gen.  Carney  on  battle  of  Williams- 
burg, dated  May,  1862,  in  which  2505  Is  commended  for  gallantry. 

Decision  of  Adjutant  General  in  regard  to  awarding  of  two  medals. 

This  man  had  been  awarded  a  medal  of  honor  as  colonel  of  Twenty-seventh 
New  Jersey  Infantry  Volunteers. 

One  medal  issued  October  25,  1893. 

2505.  Mindil,  George  W. 

Case  No.  2462  (58757).  White  Clay  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  30,  1890.  Most 
distinguished  gallantry  in  action. 

July  6,  1897,  J.  C.  Gresham.  captain.  Seventh  Cavalry,  forwards  certificate. 
Extract  report  February  14,  1891,  Col.  Forsyth. 
Letter  Lieut.  Sedgwick  Rice,  Seventh  Cavalry,  July  26,  1897. 
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Secretary   Alger,   September  14,  1897,   by   direction  of  President,   presents 
medal. 
One  medal  issued  September  22,  1897. 
2462.  Vamum,  Charles  A. 

Case   No.    2388    (4611).      Sioux    Campaign,    December,    1890.      Distinguished 

bravery. 

Capt.  Moylan,  commanding  Troop  A.  Seventh  Cavalry,  recommends  for  medal 
of  honor ;  approved  by  adjutant  in  absence  of  regimental  commamler ;  approved 
by  Gen.  Merritt.  March  31,  and  Gen.  Schofield,  April  7,  1891. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  is.sued  April  25.  1891. 

2388.  Neder,  Adam. 

Case  No.  2494   (7384  PRD).     Wounded  Knee  Creek  and  White  Clay  Creek, 

S.  Dak.,  December  29-30,  1890,    CJonsplcuous  bravery. 

April  18,  1891,  Second  Lieut  Rice  specifically  recommends  for  medal  of 
honor. 

Troop  commander  earnestly  recommends;  approved  by  Col  Forsythe;  for- 
warded by  Gen.  Merritt;  approved  June  12,  1891,  by  Schofield. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  June  23,  1891. 

2494.  Ziegner,  Hermann. 

Case  No.  2460    (3995).     Wounded   Knee  Creek,  S.   Dak.,  December  29,   1890. 

Bravery. 

March  18,  1891,  Capt.  Edgerly,  Seventh  Cavalrj',  specifically  recommends  this 
man  for  medal  of  honor;  approved  by  adjutant  Seventh  Cavalry  in  absence 
of  regimental  commander. 

April  38  1891.  Capt.  Edgerly,  in  indorsement,  gives  specific  act. 

May  5.  1891,  Col.  Forsythe  approves;  forwardefl  by  (ien.  Merritt;  approved 
by  Gen.  Schofield  May  12,  1891. 

Mentioned  (jenernl  Order  KX).  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  May  26,  1891. 

2460.  Toy,  Frederick  E. 

Case  No.  963  (3466  PUD).    Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29   1890. 

Killed  hostile  Indian   close  quarters;   entitled   to   retirement   from   service, 

remaineil  until  close  of  campaign. 

Capt.  H.  J.  Nolan  specifically  recommends  this  man  for  medal  of  honor; 
regimental  commander  approves  recommendation;  approved  by  Gen.  Merritt 
February  28,  1891. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

f)ne  nieilal  issued  March  27,  1891. 

963.  Trautman.  Jacob. 

(^ase  No.   1428    (489641).     Fredericksburg   Heights,   Va.,   May  4,   1863.     Shot 

Confederate  color  bearer  and  seized  flag;  also,  alone,  approached  a  barn 

between  the  lines,  and  received  surrender  of  number  of  enemy  therein. 

Extract  vfrom  petition  of  citizens  of  Buffalo,  September  15,  1870,  asking  for 
medal  of  honor  for  1428.  May  11,  1864,  by  11  gentlemen. 

September  19,  1870,  Secretary  War  directs  engraving  of  medal. 

No  mention  made  of  exploits  of  this  man  in  the  records,  but  volume  21.  page 
1124,  series  1,  show  medal  was  is.<^ued. 

September  21,  1870,  Adjutant  General  sends  the  mother  of  1428  medal  for  son. 

September  24,  1870.  mother  requests  an  officer's  medal,  as  he  was  second  lieu- 
tenant from  June  16.  1863. 

One  medal  issued  September  21,  1870. 

1428.  McVean,  John  P. 

Case  No.  2265    (7400).     Wounded   Knee  Creek,   S.   Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Extraordinary  gallantry. 

Capt.  Ilsley,  Seventh  Cavalry,  especially  recommends  this  man  for  extraor- 
dinary gallantry  at  battle  of  Wounded  Knee. 

Approved  by  Col.  Forsythe  May  5,  1891;  forwarded  by  Gen.  Merritt. 

Mentioned  in  (Jeneral  Order,  War  Department,  December  17,  1801. 

Approved  by  general  commanding,  June  12,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  June  23,  1891. 

2265.  Feaster,  Moshelm. 
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Case  No.  2320  (3985).  Stoux  campaign,  December.  1890.  DlsUngulshed 
bravery. 

Commanding  officer  Trook  K,  Seventh  Cavalry,  L.  R.  Hare,  specifically  rec- 
ommends this  man. 

Gen.  Merrltt  recommends  as  a  specially  deserving  case,  March  21,  1891. 

Gen.  Schofield  recommends,  April  4,  1891. 

Mentioned  General  Order  100,  War  Department,  December  17,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  April  24,  1891. 

2320.  Jetter,  Bernhard. 

Case  No.  2393    (864-P-69).     Chlrlcahua  Mountains,  Ariz.,   October  20,    1869. 

Bravery  in  action,  Indian  campaign. 

Papers  (864r-P-69)  on  which  this  man  was  awarded  a  medal  of  honor  were 
filed  with  841-P-e9,  all  of  which  are  missing  from  the  files  since  April  19,  1895. 

Five  medals  issued  February  14,  1870. 

2393.  Oliver,  Francis. 

2434.  Smith,  Theodore  F. 

2452.  Sumner,  James. 

2368.  Meaher,  Nicholas. 

2417.  Russell,  James. 

Case  No.  2319    (925-P-69).     Chiricahua   Mountains,   Ariz.,  October  21,    1869. 

Gallantry  in  action.    Indian  campaign. 

Two  reports  of  Capt.  R.  F.  Bernard,  October  30,  1869. 

Brig.  Gen.  T.  C.  Devon,  lieutenant  colonel.  Eighth  Cavalry,  United  States 
Army,  commends  officers  and  men. 

General  Order,  November  20,  1869,  recommends  brevets,  and  enlisted  men 
mentioned  for  medals  of  honor. 

December  13,  1869,  Secretary  of  War  approves  recommendation  for  medals 
but  no  brevets. 

Twelve  medals  issud  February  14,  1870. 
2319.  Jarvis,  Frederick.  2438.  Smith,  WilUam  H. 

2437.  Smith,  William.  2401.  Powers,  Thomas. 

2276.  Georgian,  John.  2328.  Kelley,  Charles. 

2429.  Smith,  Andrew  J.  2456.  Thompson,  John. 

2468.  Ward,  Charles  H.  2258.  Donahue,  John  G. 

2450. .  Sullivan,  Thomas.  2263.  Blwood,  Edwin. 

Case  No.  1964  (477573).  Woodstock,  Va.,  January  22,  1865.  Rescued  command- 
ing officer  who  had  been  unhorsed  and  left  behind.    Amelia  Courthouse,  Va., 

April  5,  1865.    Captured  two  battle  flags. 

M.  V.  Sheridan,  A.  A.  G.,  June  5,  1897,  recommends  this  man  for  medal  of 
honor;  cites  services. 

September  3,  1897,  Rowand,  Jr.,  gives  full  account  and  makes  affidavit  as  to 
facts  stated  in  his  letter. 

October  22,  1897,  supplemental  letter  of  Rowand  to  Maj.  George  W.  Davis, 
War  Department. 

April  1,  1897,  Rowand  to  Horace  Porter. 

May  4,  1897,  Adjutant  General's  letter  gives  extract  from  personal  memoirs 
of  Gen.  Sheridan,  in  which  he  mentions  1964  and  also  Rowand. 

October  30, 1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  October  30,  1897. 

1964.  Campbell,  James  A. 

Case  No.  2206  (13892).    Brazos  River,  Tex.,  October  28,  1869.    With  two  men 

attacked  force  11  Indians,  drove  them  from  hills,  and  reoonnoitered  the 

country  beyond. 

John  M.  Bacon,  lieutenant  colonel.  First  Cavalry,  August  2,  1893,  recommends 
medal  of  honor  for  2206 ;  was  eye  witness  to  action. 

Recommended  by  J.  J.  Reynolds  December  17,  1869,  for  brevet 

Schofleld,  January  12,  1894,  submits  recommendation  to  Secretary  of  War 
for  medal  for  distinguished  gallantry  on  the  Brazos  River,  Tex. 

Extract  official  report  of  scout,  October  14,  1869. 

Copy  autograph  letter  J.  J.  Reynolds,  January  24,  1872. 

Copy  letter  of  Bacon,  captain.  Ninth  Cavalry,  December  16,  1869. 

One  medal  issued  January  18,  1894. 

2206.  Albee,  George  E. 
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Case  No.   1685    (338669).    Atlanta.   Ga.,   July   22,   1864.    Voluntarily  scaled 

enemy*s  breastworks ;  signaled  commanding  officer  to  charge ;  in  single  combat 

captured  colors  Fifth  Texas  Regiment. 

S.  S.  Burnett  incloses  papers  to  Adjutant  General  tor  medal  f6r  1685. 

Bradshaw,  May  13,  1892,  corporal  Company  B,  Fifteenth  Michigan,  makes 
affidavit. 

Adjutant  General  record  inclosed. 

Schofield,  July  15,  1892,  recommends  medaL 

Acting  Secretary  directs  issue  of  medal  of  honor  July  18,  1892. 

One  medal  issued  July  25,  1892. 

1685.  Sancrainte,  Charles  F. 

Case  No.  1334  (389883  and  445343).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862. 

Demanded  and  received  surrender  of  Nineteenth  Georgia  and  captured  their 

battle  flag. 

August  to  December,  1895.  12  officers  of  the  Second  Pennsylvania  request 
medal  for  1334,  who  was  captain  of  Company  G,  same  regiment. 

April  20,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  commends  service  but  awards  no 
medal. 

June  6,  1894,  application  returned  requesting  additional  evidence  of  ej'ewit- 
nesses. 

Testimony  six  witnesses  Inclosed  August  10,  22,  and  September  3,  1894. 

April  20,  1896,  notation  to  effect  that  services  are  most  commendable,  but  do 
not  entitle  to  medal  of  honor;  1334  was  awarded  medal  of  honor  for  gallantry 
and  meritorious  services  at  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862. 

November  27, 1894,  Acting  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal  to  this  man  for  "  most 
conspicuous  gallantry  at  the  Battle  of  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862, 
this  officer  voluntarily  advancing  between  the  lines  to  Archer's  rifle  pit,  stopping 
the  flre  of  his  own  men  and  the  enemy  and  demanding  and  receiving  the  sur- 
render of  the  Nineteenth  Georgia  and  capturing  their  flag  as  the  bearer  at- 
tempted to  escape  up  the  heights." 

One  medal  issued  December  14,  1894. 

1334.  Woodward,  Evan  M. 

Case  No.  2506  (180  A.  G.  O.  65).    No  action  and  no  data. 
Three  Inclosures. 

December  13,  1864,  Secretary  of  War  directs  engraving  of  medaL 
January  5,  1865,  medal  awarded  and  transmitted  to  Gen.  Sheridan  for  2506. 
January  16,  1865,  receipt  of  medal  acknowledged  by  2506. 
One  medal  issued  January  5,  1865. 
2506.  O'Connor,  Timothy. 

Oase  No.  1265  (349579).  James  Island,  S.  C,  June  16,  1862.  Left  arm  shot 
away,  continued  on  duty,  taking  part  in  second  and  third  charge,  until  ex- 
hausted from  loss  of  blood. 

November  5, 1892,  applicant  makes  sworn  statement  regard  to  claim  fbr  medal 
in  his  possession. 

1886,  newspaper  published  list  of  recipients  of  medals,  from  which  his  name 
was  omitted. 

Records  of  War  Department  show  nothing  in  reference  to  award  of  medal  to 
this  man. 

November  26,  1892,  Assistant  Secretary  personally  considers  case;  held  evi- 
dence sufficient  to  establish  fact  that  this  man  received  medal  from  Secretary  of 
War  in  1863  and  notation  in  official  records  was  made. 
One  medal  issued  1868. 
1265.  Jackson,  Frederick  R. 

Case  No.  1278  (215881).    Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  30,  1862;  Liberty  Gap, 

Tenn.,  June  25,  1868.    Captured  colors  Eighth  Arkansas  Infantry.    One  of 

scouting  party  who  charged  and  routed  mounted  force  of  enemy  six  times 

their  number,  going  far  beyond  call  of  duty. 

May  21,  1890,  applicant  makes  sworn  statement  and  request  for  medal;  in- 
closes affidavit  of  Capt.  Harlan,  Company  H.  Twenty-flrst  Illinois  Volunteers. 

June  5,  1890,  Schofield  recommends  award. 

One  medal  Issued  June  30,  1890. 

1278.  McKeen,  Nineveh  S. 
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Case  No.  1304  (4546A  87).    Bull  Run,  Va.,  August  30, 1802,  recaptured  colore 

Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1803,  captured  Confederate  color  bearer  and  colore; 

severely  wounded. 

June  0,  1887,  applies  for  medaL 

Additional  evidence  requested. 

June  9,  1887,  Tweedale,  C.  C,  by  order  of  Secretary  of  War,  states  it  is  Im- 
possible to  obtain  evidence  of  eyewitnesses ;  as  1304  has  made  oath  and  records 
show  him  to  have  been  a  good  and  faithful  soldier.  Secretary  decides  that  excep- 
tion shall  be  made  to  the  general  rule  requiring  evidence  of  two  eyewitnesseB, 
and  directs  issue  of  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  2,  1887. 

1304.  Roosevelt,  George  W. 

Case  No.  140  (515788).    Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  2,  1803.    Volunteered  on  a 

dangerous  service  and  brought  in  valuable  information. 

June  0,  1800,  letter  of  applicant  to  Gen.  Hooker. 

June  13,  1800,  Hooker  forwards  to  Adjutant  General  for  examination  of 
records ;  believes  circumstances  to  be  as  stated,  and  in  case  no  records  be  found 
among  headquarters  papers  forward  to  Adjutant  General,  approved  and  recom- 
mended. 

Maj.  Gen.  Meade,  June  25.  1806,  states  no  record  is  found,  but  in  view  of 
Hookers'  indorsement  application  is  approved  and  recommended. 

May  25,  1860,  Capt  Tyler,  Fifth  Excelsior  (Seventy-fourth  New  York), 
recommends  1467  for  nie<lal  of  honor  for  c^allnnt  conduct  battle  Chancellors- 
ville. 

Medal  awarded  June  27.  1800.  by  Secretary  of  War. 

One  medal  Issued  June  29,  1800. 

1407.  Brannlgan,  Felix. 

Case  No.  2503  (495520).     No  action  and  no  date. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  this  man  to  be  on  paper  AAK  53469. 

Receipt  of  medal  by  2503  dated  September  16,  1803. 

One  nuMlal  Issued  September  10,  1803. 

2503.  Johnston,  Willie. 
Case  No.  2098  (100  B).    No  place  of  action  given.    1803  to  1805.    Gallantry  In 

various  actions  during  the  Rebellion. 

Copy  of  discharge  of  2098  signed  by  Crofton,  captain,  Twenty-sixth  Infantry. 
December  15,  1807,  for  appointment  as  superintendent  National  Cemetery  at 
Cold  Harbor,  Va.  _.  .  ^    ,  >.        i 

Indorsement,  December  15,  1807,  on  discharge  notes:  "Distinguished  for  gal- 
lantry in  action  whenever  engaged." 

2098  applies  for  medal  Febnmry  21,  1870. 

February  28,  1870,  E.  D.  T.  Indorses  "  Give  him  medal."  ,  ^     ^  ^,      ^.   ,^. 

Medal  sent  to  Cold  Harbor  May  10,  1870;  receipt  acknowledged  May  21, 187U. 

One  medal  issued  February  28,  1870. 

2098.  Barry,  Augustus. 
Case  No.  1510  (517484).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  1,  1803.    Unsurpassed  courage 

in  battle  where  he  had  both  eyes  shot  out. 

May  10,  1800,  Southerland,  surgeon,  requests  medal  for  1510.  who  Is  blind 
from  injuries  received  at  Gettysburg. 
.   Lieut.  Col.  Finnicun,  September  1,  1804,  gives  certificate  as  to  service^ 

Letters  to  Secretary  of  War,  January  10,  1800  from  lolO;  April  25, 1866  cer 
tificate  surgeon  reference  to  wound;  June  27,  1800,  Secretary  of  War  directs 
award. 

One  medal  issued  June  29,  1800. 

1510.  Coates,  Jefferson. 
Case  No.  1814  (405119,  58451^9).    Winchester,  Va..  Septe^|ber  19   im    W^^ 

one  companion  captured  14  Confederates  In  the  severest  part  of  the  battle. 

Uecommendatlon  by  Brigade  Commander  A.  ^^  ^^^»"^^  ^"L^^^^^ 
fafty-nlnth  New  York  Volunteers,  dated  September  20,  1804,  speciftcall)  mcu 
tioiis  the  two  for  me<lals. 

Two  medals  issued  April  4,  1*^05. 

1814.  Ryan,  Peter  J. 

1810.  Sterling,  John  T. 
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Case  No.  1014  (493183).    Bermuda  Hundred.  Va.,  May  6,  1864.    Commanded 
the  skirmish  line  In  advance  and  held  position  all  day  and  during  the  night. 
Letter  January  28,  1873,  W.  B.  Stryker,  adjutant  general  of  New  Jersev. 
Adjutant  General's  records :  Letter  1014  gives  militacy  history  February  10, 

Jo<o. 

Indorsed  in  handwriting  President  Grant  March  1, 1873. 
One  medal  issued  March  3,  1873. 
1014.  Drake,  J.  Madison. 

Case  No.  1181  (323289).    White  Oak  Swamp,  Va.,  Malvern  Hill,  Va.,  June  30 

and  July  1,  1862.    Continued  to  fight  after  being  severely  wounded. 

Sworn  statement  1181.  dated  March  23,  1892. 

Affidavit  Maj.  Gen.  Frunz  Sigel,  January  21,  1892;  Sergt.  Kromer.  October 
15,  1891 ;  Capt.  J.  Knlerrun,  May  12,  1891 ;  and  Corpl.  G.  Reiners,  September  17, 
1891,  all  of  Thirtieth  Battery. 

Gen.  Schofield  recommends  April  1,  1892.  ^ 

Acting  Secretary  awards  April  4,  1892,  having  personally  reviewed  case. 

One  medal  issued  April  19,  1892. 

1181.  Browner,  August. 

Case  No.  2576  (387613).    La  Paz,  Leyte,  P.  I.,  April  26,  1900.    Advanced  alone 

under  heavy  fire  of  enemy  and  rescued  wounded  comrade. 

Company  commander,  Lieut.  A.  J.  McNab,  recommends  medal  honor  for  2576; 
accompanied  by  two  affidavits  and  his  certificate. 

Approved  November  21,  1900,  by  Col.  O.  J.  Sweet  and  Department  Commander 
W.  A.  Kobbe. 

B/O  Special  Order  133,  P.  D.,  recommends  medal  March  23,  1901. 

One  medal  Issued  March  10,  1902. 

2576.  Shelton,  George  M. 

Case  No.  1912  (525360).    Jonesboro,  Ga.,  August  31,  1864.    While  acting  as  aid 

seized  rlfl^,  took  place  In  ranks,  bore  conspicuous  part  in  repulsing  the  enemy. 

Mr.  Warner,  Kansas  City,  transmits  affidavits  of  Smith  and  Shaw,  dated 
November  2,  1893.  Samuel  Houston,  November  20, 1894 ;  M.  Mensing,  November, 
1S&4;  all  eyewitnesses. 

November  12,  1898,  son  of  1912,  writes  Secretary  of  War  Alger  for  medal  for 
his  father. 

November  15,  1898,  Adjutant  General  submits  application  to  Secretary  of 
War. 

Record  dated  July  30,  1898. 

Additional  evidence  furnished  May  7,  1898,  consisting  of  letter  from  O.  O. 
Howard,  who  states  1912  was  accredited  with  personal  prowess  In  a  severe 
struggle  after  Gen.  McPhei-son's  death. 

Copy  autograph  letter  datetl  September  21,  1864,  by  O.  O.  Howard. 

February  10,  1899,  Assistant  Secretary  Melklejohn  awards  medal  honor 
for  act  above  noted. 

One  medal  Issued  February  24,  1899. 

1912.  Crebe,  !^.  R.  William. 

Case  No.  1612  (509886).  Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.  Took  flag  from 
wounded  color  bearer,  charged  over  works,  and  captured  Fifty-sixth  Vir- 
ginia flag. 

Daniel  E.  Sickles,  Member  of  Congress,  inclosed  letter  of  1612  asking  for 
medal. 

Executive  Document  163  ^vos  1612  ns  cnptor  of  flags  of  Forty-first  and  One 
hundred  and  seven tecntli  Confederate  States  Army,  Fifty-sixth  Virginia. 

Evidence  called  for;  two  affidavits  Inclosed;  returned  three  times  for  affi- 
davits of  two  eyewitnesses. 

May  6,  1896,  William  Sweeney,  and  May  12,  1898,  J.  A.  Kent  affirm. 
Submitted  to  Secretary  the  fourth  time,  and  December  6,  1898,  Assistant  Sec- 
retary Meiklejohn  awards  medal.  ^ 
One  med'l  issued  I>eceml>er  30,  1898. 
1612.  Wilson.  Christopher. 

Case  No.  •1S49  (528837).  Miirfreesboro,  Tenn.,  De-eniher  5.  1804.  In  charge 
among  first  to  rtach  battery  of  enemy  and,  with  one  or  two  others.  UKmnted 
horses  and  took  two  guns  into  Union  lines. 
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Application,  December  8,  1865,  indorsed  by  MaJ.  Gen.  L.  H.  Rousseau  Decem- 
ber 10,  1865,  Riving  specific  act  in  detail. 
One  medal  issued  February  7,  1866. 
1849.  Magee,  William. 

Case  No.  1820   (515996).    Osage,  Kans.,  October  25,  1864.    GaUantry  in  cap- 

turing  Gen.  Cabell. 

February  26,  1865,  Noble,  colonel  conmianding  Tliird  Iowa  Cavabr,  transmits 
affidavits  of  enlisted  men  and  statements  of  officers  of  .the  heroic  conduct  of 
1820. 

Three  affidavits. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1865. 

1820.  Young,  Calvary  M. 

Case  No.  1815   (493182).    Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  August  21,  1864,    Captured 

2  officers  and  20  men  of  Hagood*s  brigade  while  endeavoring  to  make  their 

way  back  through  woods. 

Hoffmann,  colonel  commanding  brigade,  November  25,  1864,  applies  for  medal 
for  1815 ;  stating  specific  act. 

Forwarded  approved  by  Warren,  major  general,  and  Meade,  major  general 
commanding. 

One  medal  issued  March  13,  1865. 

1815.  Smith,  Richard. 

Case  No.  1833  (517301).    Vaughn  Road,  Va.,  October  1,  1864.    Shot  Confeder- 

ate  Gen.  Dunovant  dead  during  charge,  confusing  enemy,  and  greatly  aiding 

in  repulse. 

Col.  Beaumont,  commanding  First  New  Jersey  Cavalry,  June  14,  1865,  applies 
for  medal  and  .specifically  recommends  and  states  act;  indorsed,  approved, 
and  recommended  July  16,  1865,  by  Gens.  Avery,  Devin,  and  Crooke. 

One  medal  issued  July  3,  1865. 

1833.  Clancy,  James  T. 

Case  No.  1506  (521169).    Newbern,  N.  C,  May  23,  1863.    With  16  men  at  head 
of  bridge  held  in  check  for  half  hour  enemy  and  probably  saved  town  (New- 
bern) from  capture. 
May  14,  1872,  applied  for  medal. 
Four  affidavits  of  officers  of  regiment,  July,  1878. 
One  medal  issued  August  13,  1873. 
1506.  Bryant,  Andrew  S. 

Case  No.  1761  (15  V  67).    Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  August  19, 1864.    Commanded 

regiment,  all  officers  being  disabled. 

October  30,  1866,  letter  Vernon,  brevet  captain,  Fourteenth  United  States 
Infantry,  recommending  1761  to  Qen.  Thomas  for  medal,  stating  specific  act 

Approved  by  brevet  major  Fourteenth  Infantry ;  Col.  Lovell,  Fourteenth  In- 
fantry, et  al. 

One  medal  issued  February  15,  1867. 

1761.  Cayer,  Ovila. 

Case  No,  1914  (417158).    North  Anna  River,  Va.,  May  28,  1864.    Voluntarily 

and  at  risk  of  life  carried  orders  to  brigade  commander  which  resulted  in 

saving  works  regiment  was  defending. 

Application  February,  1867,  indorsed  by  lieutenant  colonel  commanding. 

Indorsed  and  recommended  by  chief  surgeon,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  colonel 
of  regiment. 

One  medal  issued  October  25,  1867. 

1914.  Keele,  Joseph. 

Case  No.  1908  (868  W  69).    Chapel  House  Farm,  Va.,  October  1,  1864.    Gal- 
lantry in  action. 

Application  October  25,  1869,  indorsed  by  Bvt  Col.  J.  B.  Sinclair,  command- 
ing post,  and  Bvt.  Lieut.  Col.  W.  R.  Smedburg. 
One  medal  issued  November  25,  1869. 
1908.  Wright,  Robert. 

Case  No.  1870  (151  N  65).    Osage,  Kans.,  October  25,  1864.    GaUantry  in  cap- 
turing Gen.  Marmaduke. 
Letter  February  19,  1865,  Curkendall,  captain,  TJiird  Iowa  OavaUyi  stating 

specific  act. 
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Affidavit  February  24,  1865,  Roberts,  second  lieutenant,  Third  Iowa  Cavalry. 
Affidavit  Noble,  colonel  commanding,  and  Sergt.  Morgan. 
One  medal  issued  April  4,  1865^ 
1870.  Dunlavy,  James. 

Case  No.  1777  (527437).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    Led  part  of 

brigade ;  saved  two  pieces  artillery ;  captured  a  flag ;  secured  number  prisoners. 

May  5, 1892,  Ba.tchelder,  quartermaster  general,  reconamends  medal  for  1777 ; 
dtes  Hancock's  report,  in  which  1777  is  especially  commended  for  capture  of 
guns,  etc. 

Hancock's  report,  November  10,  1865:  "Captured  guns  were  retaken  by  us 
and  were  soon  afterwards  drawn  off  the  field  by  a  party  of  volunteers  "  (under 
the  direction  of  1777,  etc.). 

Schofield  recommends  medal. 

One  medal  issued  May  25,  1892. 

1777.  Smith,  Joseph  S. 

Case  No.  1696  (641186).    CJedar  Creek,  Va.,  October  19,  1864.    Capture  of  flag. 

Letter,  November  16,  1864,  Col.  Washbume,  commanding  brigade,  stating 
that  the  man  who  captured  flag  sent  to  Washington  was  1696. 

One  medal  Issued  November  21,  1864. 

1696.  Taylor,  Richard. 

Case  No.  1414  (407146).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Two 

color  bearers  fallen ;  carried  flag  forward ;  captured  flag  Forty-first  Alabama. 

Application  made  in  1895. 

Affidavits  called  for  and  submitted. 

Extract  from  report  regimental  commander  recommends  1414  for  specific 
action  above  mentioned. 

One  medal  issued  November  25,  1895. 

1414.  Walker,  James  C. 

Case   No.   1698    (314780).    Fort   Fisher,  N.   C,   December  25,   1864,    Durtng 
bombardment  of  fort  by  fleet,  captured  and  brought  off  flag  of  the  fort,  flag- 
staff having  been  shot  down. 
Curtis,  M.  C,  commanding  brigade,  states  January  28, 1892,  specific  act  above 

mentioned. 
Barney,  lieutenant  colonel,  in  report  mentions  specific  act  and  recommends 

for  promotion  for  gallantry  and  daring  in  capturing  garrison  flag  Fort  Fisher. 
One  medal  issued  March  28,  1892. 
1698.  Walling,  William  H. 

Case  No.  1045  (951  H  64  with  55217).    San  Antonio,  Tex.,  April,  1861.    Pre- 
served and  brought  away  the  colors  of  Eighth  United  States  Infantry  after 
capture  of  the  regiment. 
Application  September  6,  1864,  by  1045. 
September  4,  1864,  E.  L.  Hartz,  late  captain.  United  States  Army,  indorses 

statement. 
One  medal  issued  September  10,  1864. 
1045.  Hesse,  John  C. 

Case  No.  1057  (2079  W  1864).    Texas,  April  — ,  1861.    Brought  colors  of  regi- 
ment out  of  Texas  after  capture  of  regiment. 
Application  December  2,  1864,  by  1057. 
Affidavit  of  Hesse  December  7,  1864. 
One  medal  issued  December  9,  1864. 
1057.  Wilson,  Joseph  K. 

Case  No.  1702    (354635).    Petersburg.  Va.,  July  30,  1864.  Advanced  beyond 

enemy's  lines,  capturing  stand  colors  and  color  guard;  severely  wounded. 

Extract  report  of  Col.  J.  K.  Sigfried,  Forty-eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry 
commanding.  *  *  *  •«  1702  in  charging  rebel  line  with  his  men,  personally 
captured  a  stand  of  rebel  colors  and  five  prisoners,  bringing  all  safely  to  the 
rear,  although  receiving  a  wound  through  the  right  arm." 

Application  was  made  by  Hon.  W.  A.  Stone,  M.  C. 

September  28,  1889,  Sigfried  makes  further  statement 

One  medal  Issued  May  1,  1893. 

1702.  Wright,  Albert  D. 
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Case  No.  1430  (403065).  Rappahannock  Station,  Va.,  November  7.  1863.  Cap- 
ture flag  of  the  Eighth  Louisiana  Infantry  in  hand  to  hand  struggle  witli 
color  bearer. 

D.  A.  Russell,  brigadier  general,  commanding,  November  18,  1863,  mentions 
specifically  above  act. 

Special  Orders,  No.  —,  Gen.  Wright,  November  8,  1863,  sends  flag  and  eaptoi- 
to  Washington. 

One  medal  issued  December  28,  1863. 

1430.  Roberts,  Otis  O. 

Case  No.  1426  (502505).     Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.     While 
in  command  of  company,  came  upon  large  body  of  the  enemy,  closed  upon 
them,  took  a  number  of  prisoners ;  shot  color  bearer,  seized  flag  and  brought 
it  back  to  regiment. 
War  Department  record  shows  Brig.  Gen.  Wood's  report  November  25,  186.1. 

1426  captured  flag  Eighteenth  Alabama. 
One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 
1426.  Josselyn,  Simeon  T. 

Case  No.  1424  (498654).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  2,  1863.    During  charge  of  his 
regiment  captured  flag  of  the  Eighth  Florida  Infantry. 
Letter  November  10,  1897. 
Three  affidavits  August,  1897. 
Adjutant  General's  Ofllce  verified  record  O.  K. 
One  medal  issued  April  5,  1898. 
1424.  Horan,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  990  (2696-75).    Pecos  River,  Tex.,  April  25,  1875.    Gallantry  in  action 

with  Indians. 

Lieut.  Bullis,  April  27,  1875,  makes  report  of  scout,  Pecos  River,  Tex.,  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  10,  May  12,  1875. 

Report  forwarded  by  Gens.  Sheridan  and  Sherman;  no  recommendations. 

May  22,  1875,  end.  signed  by  "  W.  W.  B."  let  medals  be  issued  to  list 

Three  medals  issued  May  28,  1875. 

990.  Ward,  John. 

991.  Payne,  Isaac. 

992.  Factor,  Pompey. 

Case  No.  993   (556  A'-69).    Republican  River,  Kans.,  July  8,  1869.     Ran  out 

from  command  in  pursuit  of  a  dismounted  Indian;  shot  down  and  badly 

wounded  by  bullet  from  his  own  command. 

Gen.  Augur,  (General  Order  No.  48,  August  3,  1869:  "Gen.  Carr  commenOs 
♦  ♦  ♦  also  of  the  Pawnee  Scouts,  under  MaJ.  B^ank  North.  He  mentions 
especially  the  bravery  and  gallant  conduct  of  Corpl.  John  Kyle  and  of  Sergt. 
993,  of  the  Pawnee  Scouts." 

One  medal  issued  August  24,  1869. 

993.  Co-rux-te-chod-ish   (Mad  Bear). 
2836.  Kyle,  John. 

Case  No.  1445  (527340).    Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  2,  1863.    Bravery  in  con- 
ducting a  scouting  party  in  front  of  enemy. 
February  24,  1865,  applies  for  medal. 
Tyler,  commanding  regiment  May  20,  1863,  recommends,  among  others,  1443 

as  deserving  medal.     In  his  report  to  Finkelmeir,  Acting  Adjutant  Greneral» 

excelsior  brigade. 

One  medal  issued  March  29,  1865. 
1443.  Jacobson,  Eugene  P. 

Case  No.   1268    (3026  B  78).     Richmond,  Va.,  June  27,  1862.     Gallant   and 

meritorious  service  during  the  seven  days'  battles  before  Richmond,  Va. 

S.  W.  Benjamin,  Acting  Adjutant  General,  applies  for  1268;  "  heli)ed  to 
bring  off  two  guns  abandoned  by  another  battery,  and  was  in  Imminent  danger 
of  capture,  etc." 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1878. 

1268.  Kaiser,  John. 

Case  No.  1244  (490485).  Port  Republic,  Va.,  June  9,  1862.  Mounted  artillery 
horse  of  enemy  and  captured  brass  6-pound  piece  in  face  of  enemy's  fire  and 
brought  it  to  rear. 
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January  15,  1864,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  transmits  application  of  1244. 
One  medal  Issued  March  14,  1864. 
1244.  Gray,  John. 

Case  No.  1214  (1421  C  1865).    Chlckahominy  and  Ashland,  Va.,  June  3,  1862. 

Gallantry  In  action. 

Glendenln's  report  August  28,  1862,  mentioned  in  list  of  men  who  most  dis- 
tinguished themselves  during  rehelllon. 

Approved  by  McClellan. 

Letter  from  Lieut.  Col.  Hynes,  March  8,  1864. 

One  medal  Issued  September  27,  1865. 

1214.  Capron,  Horace,  Jr. 

Case  No.  1528  (7915  A  79).    Shiloh,  Tenn.,  Vlclcsburg,  Miss.,  etc.,  1862-63.    Gal- 
lantry in  actions. 
Granted  medal  of  silver  by  Board  of  Honor  convened  by  General  Order  No. 

30,    Headquarters   Seventeenth   Army   Corps,   Department   of  the  Tennessee, 

October  2,  1863. 
July  2,  1879,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 
One  medal  Issued  August  2,  1879. 
1528.  Orbansky,  David. 

Case  No.  1311  (529075).    Charles  City  Cross  Roads,  Va.,  June  30,  1862.    Cap- 
ture of  flag. 

Application  June  18,  1866,  by  1311. 
Affidavit  of  Lieut.  Col.  Porter,  Eleventh  Pennsylvania,  May  20,  1864,  stating 

specific  act. 

One  medal  Issued  July  17, 1866. 
1311.  Sbambaugh,  Charles. 

Case  No.  1692  (512418).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    Capture  flag 

of  Twenty-sixth  North  Carolina  Infantry. 

Letter  of  Maj.  Gen.  Geo.  G.  Meade,  commanding,  November  10,  1864,  trans- 
mitting flag  and  captor. 

One  medal  issued  December  1,  1864. 

1692.  Smith,  Alonzo. 

Case  No.  1676  (512417).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864.    Capture  flag 

of  Forty-seventh  North  Carolina. 

Letter  of  November  30,  1864,  Meade  to  Stanton,  transmitting  flag  and  captor 
and  recommending  meda). 

One  medal  issued  December  1,  1864. 

1676.  Murphy,  Daniel. 

Case  No.  1681  (2344  A  80).    Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  August  21,  1864.    Capture 
flag  of  Twenty-fourth  North  Carolina. 

Letter  of  August  25,  1864,  Gen.  Meade,  transmitting  flag  and  name  of  captor. 
One  medal  Issued  September  6,  1864. 
1881.  Reed,  George  W. 

Case  No.  2688  (511890).    Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  August  21,  1864.    Capture  flag. 
Application  of  1888,  September  13,  1864. 

September  19,  1864,  Meade  acknowledges  receipt  of  medal  for  1888. 
August  22,  1864  (copy)  letter  of  Meade  transmitting  flag  and  naming  captor. 
On«  medal  Issued  September  16.  1864. 
1688.  Shilling,  John. 

Case  No.  1671    (444400).     Franklin.  Tenn..  November  30,  1864.     (^ai)tured  two 
battle  flags  from  enemy  and  returned  with  them  to  his  own  lines. 
Application  March  7,  1896. 
Five  affidavits  from  members  of  company. 

Opdycke,  colonel  commanding.  January  7,  1865.  reports  capture  flag  by  1671. 
One  medal  Issued  March  28,  1896. 
1671.  :MerrifleUl,  .Tan:es  K. 

Cast*  No.  1075   (2G4316).     Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1S64.     Rushed  back  to 
enemy's  lines,  took  colors  from  color  bearer,  who  was  mortally  wounded,  and, 
although  hlm.self  wounded,  carried  Hum  throns:li  tlie  fight 
Belknap,  M.  C,  submits  application,  accompanied  !>y  testimony. 
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MuMbery,  first  sergeant  and  captain  Company  C,  testifies  that  he  was  in 
command  of  the  company  and  that  1675  captured  a  rebel  flag  (artillery),  etc 
One  medal  issued  February  24,  1891. 
1676.  Morse,  Benjamin. 

Case  No.  1284  ( 528836 ) .    Antietam,  Md.,  September  17, 1862.    Capture  of  flag. 

Thirteenth  Alabama  Infantry. 

Application  June  25,  1866. 

Additional  testimony  requested. 

1866,  two  affidavits  furnished. 

One  medal  issued  September  11,  1866. 

1284.     Murphy,  John  P. 

Case  No.  1287  (528835).    Antietam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.    Captured  flagr 

supposed  to  be  Seventh  South  Carolina  Infantry. 

Letter  from  Myers,  M.  C,  January  18,  1866,  submitting  testinuNiy  in  behalf 
of  1287  and  applying  for  medal. 

One  medal  issued  January  15,  1867. 

1287.  Orth,  Jacob  G. 

Case  No.  1599  (524872).    Chapin's  Farm,  Va.,  September  29, 1864.    Rescue  regi- 
mental colors  from  the  enemy. 
Application  January  22,  1870.    Brig.  Gen.  Kiddoo  indorses  to  Secretary  of 

War,  recommending  favorably. 

Secretary  of  War  approves  and  awards. 
One  medal  issued  February  8,  1870. 
1599.  Hawkins,  Thomas  R. 

Case  No.  1423  (5161  I>-88).     Falling  Waters,  Va.,  July  14, 1863.     Captured  flag, 

Fifty-fifth  Virginia  Infantry. 

February  27,  1889,  application  made  by  1423. 

Adjutant  General  writes  adjutant  general  State  of  Michigan  for  particalare, 
and  receives  reply  that  flag  is  not  in  State  museum. 

Affidavit  Mann,  late  commanding  regiment,  recommending,  who  has  the  flag. 

One  medal  issued  March  21,  1899. 

1423.  Holton,  Charles  M. 
Case  No.  1256  (298774).     South  Mountain,  Md.,  September  14,  1862.    Alone  re- 
ceived surrender  of  major  of  regiment,  together  with  colors  and  116  men. 

Adjutant  general  State  of  Vermont.  September  8, 1891,  applies  and  gives  record 
of  1256. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  personally  reviewed  case  and  awarded. 

One  metlal  issued  September  17,  1891. 

1256.  Hooker,  George  W. 

Case  No.  1638  (494163).    Near  Berry ville,  Va..  September  13,  1864.    (^ptured 

colors,  Eighth  South  Carolina,  while  engaged  in  reconnaissance. 

Special  Orders,  No.  35,  Headquarters  Middle  Military  Division.  Septwnber  15. 
18(54,  paragraph  8,  orders  1638  to  Washington  with  captured  colors. 

One  medal  issueti  September  19,  1864. 

1638.  Cause,  Isaac. 

Case  No.  2497   (499518).     Shenandoah  Valley  campaign,  Virginia,  August-No- 
vember, 1864.    Captured  flag. 
October  27,  1864,  original  letter  direction  commanding  general,  ordering  2^ 

to  go  with  rebel  flag  captured. 

October  29,  1864,  Secretary  of  War  directs  award. 
One  medal  Issued  November  1,  1864. 

2497.  Compston,  James  M. 

Case  No.  2498  (511838).     Namozine  Church,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.     Sailors  CJreA 

Va.,  April  6,  1865.    Captured  flags. 

May  21,  1865,  original  indorsement,  Stanton,  Secretary  of  War,  to  bave  two 
medals  prepared  for  this  man. 

Two  medals  issued  May  3,  1865,  and  May  26,  1865. 

2498.  Custer,  Thomas  W. 

Case  No.  1645  (509423).     Front  of  Petersburg,  Va.,  July  80,  1864.    Cap^w^ 
flag  of  Sixth  Virginia  Infantry. 
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Original  letter  G.  G.  Meade,  major  general  commanding,  October  6, 1864,  trans- 
mitting letter  from  1645  and  flag  and  recommending  medal. 

September  30,  1864,  Parke  and  Meade,  in  indorsements,  both  recommend. 
One  medal  issued  October  11,  1864. 
1645.  Hogan,  Franklin. 

Case  No.  1647  (517562).    Petersburg  &  Norfolk  Railroad,  Virginia,  August  19, 

1864.    Captured  flag  of  North  Carolina  Regiment 

S.  W.  Crawford,  brevet  major  general,  January  18,  1865,  states  in  original  In- 
dorsement that  the  flag  was  given  by  1647  to  him  personally  and  recommends 
medal. 

One  medal  issued  February  2,  1865. 

1647.  Hotenstlne,  Solomon  J. 

Case  No.  1640  (491564).    Weldon  Railroad,  Virginia,  June  24,  1864.    Captured 

flag  of  Eleventh  South  Carolina. 

Original  letter  Letcher,  major.  Twelfth  Kentucky,  July  31.  1865,  stating  that 
this  man  was  captor  of  colors;  engaged  In  all  principal  battles;  flrst  to  cross 
Chattahoochee  in  1864. 

One  medal  issued  August  7,  1865. 

1649.  Hughs,  Oliver. 

Case  No.  1654  (381879).    Moorfleld,  W.  Va.,  August  7, 1864.    Captured  colors  of 

Confederate  regiment  after  being  desperately  wounded. 

February  3,  1894,  Bvt.  MaJ.  Qen.  Averell  applies  for  medal  for  1654,  stating 
the  action  was  under  his  personal  observation,  etc. 

February  8,  1894,  Secretary  of  War  Doe  says  application  denied.  Case  meri- 
torious, but  does  not  come  within  the  law. 

May  25,  1894,  Secretary  of  War  Doe,  In  view  of  new  evidence  presented  In 
letter  of  Averell  May  16, 1894,  directs  award  "  after  being  desperately  wounded 
in  two  places,  captured,  and  brought  from  the  field  the  colors  of  a  Confederate 
regiment." 

One  medal  Issued  June  13,  1894. 

1654.  Kerr,  Thomas  R. 

Case  No.  1664  (506307).    Back  Creek  Valley,  Va.,  July  31,  1864.    Capture  of 

flag  and  Its  bearer. 

Original  letter  of  Tyler,  brigadier  general,  November  9,  1864,  forwards-  flag 
and  gives  name  of  captor  and  specific  stat^nent  of  action. 

Secretary  directs  award. 

One  medal  Issued  January  23,  1865. 

1664.  Marsh,  Charles  H. 

Case  No.  1668  (568639).    Spottsylvanla  CJourthouse,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Cap- 
tured CJonfederate  color  In  charge;  threw  flag  over  In  front  of  works,  con- 
tinued charge  upon  enemy. 
N.  Church,  major  general  commanding,  Reports  January  30,  1865,  the  above 

action  by  1668. 
One  medal  Issued  January  11,  1900. 
1668.  McHale,  Alexander  U. 

Case  No.  1633  (521719).    Spottsylvanla  Courthouse,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    First 

to  mount  enemy's  works ;  captured  flag,  bayoneted  two  of  enemy,  threw  flag 

away  to  continue  pursuit  of  enemy. 

December  20,  1897,  Col.  Nathan  Church  applies  for  medals  for  this  man  and 
No.  1668  (above) ;  mentioned  specifically  In  report  January  30,  1865,  etc. 

Gen.  Miles  states :  "  Morning  12th,  daybreak,  charged  enemy's  works ;  works 
carried  with  bayonet  In  most  gallant  manner,  etc." 

One  medal  Issued  May  13,  1899. 

1633.  Fall,  Charles  S. 

Case  No.  1398  (367102).    Chancellorsvllle.  Va.,  May  3,  ISOa    Rescued  the  colors 

of  the  One  hundretl  and  seventh  Ohio  Volunteers  from  the  enemy. 

Application  December  7,  1893,  by  Nicholson ;  also  by  applicant  May  31,  1893. 

August  10,  1893,  Secretary  of  War  states  not  sutftclent  evidence. 

December  8,  1893,  Secretary  of  War,  in  view  of  additional  evidence,  awards 
for  conspicuous  gallantry  at  ('hancellorsvllle. 

One  medal  issued  January  11,  1894. 

1398.  Goodman,   William    K. 
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Case  No.  1399  (468265).  Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.  Seized 
colors  from  bearer,  who  had  been  wounded,  planted  them  on  enemy's  breast- 
works. 

Late  Lieut.  Col.  Hall,  January  26,  1897,  makes  application  for  1399,  giving 
details  of  action ;  quoting  reports  of  Maj.  Frank  White  and  Capt.  Hegler,  in 
which  reports  1399  is  specifically  mentioned. 

One  medal  Issued  February  15,  1897. 

1399.  Graham,  Thomas  N. 

Case  No.  1246  (12028  A  86).     Antletam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.    Captured 

flag  and,  although  wounded,  brought  it  within  the  lines. 

Mentioned  in  reports  of  Nelson  A.  Miles  September  19,  1862,  and  Col.  Barlow 
September  22,  1862. 

December  15,  1886,  Gen.  Miles  states  the  specific  act  of  1246  "  act  daring 
bravery  deserving  of  marked  recognition." 

Several  affidavits  of  like  purport. 

One  medal  Issued  February  10,  1887. 

1246.  Greig,  Theodore  W. 

Case  No.  1267   (517595).     Antletam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862.     Captured  two 

colors;  received  severe  wound. 

General  Orders,  160,  May  30,  1863,  awarded  medal ;  ♦  ♦  ♦  transferred  to 
Invalid  Corps  as  commissioned  officer. 

One  medal  issued  September  17,  1863. 

1267.  Johnson,   Samuel. 

Case  No.  1425  (339152).  Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Scaled 
the  enemy's  works,  and  in  hand-to-hand  fight  captured  the  flag. 
Application  July  11,  1892. 
Adjutant  General  furnishes  record. 
Schofield  approves  July  19,  1892. 
One  medal  issued  July  29,  1892. 
1425.  Howard,  Hiram  R. 

erase  No.  1422  (300173).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863    Scaled 
enemy's  works,  and  in  hand-to-hand  fight  captured  a  flag. 
Application  September  28,  1891. 
Two  affidavits. 

Schofield  approves  December  26,  1891. 
One  medal  issued  January  12,  1892. 
1422.  Green,  George. 

Case  No.  1886  (480268).    Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Hand-to-hand  en- 
counter with  enemy,  captured   flag,   was  wounded  but  continued  on  duty 
until  received  second  wound. 
Records   show   three   affidavits. 

Mentioned  official  report  Col.  William  Davis,  Sixty-ninth  Pennsylvania,  Au- 
gust 11,  1864,  "  colors  were  taken  by  1886,  received  wound,  etc." 
July  22,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  August  2,  1897. 
1886.  McAnally,  Charles. 

Case  No.  2173  (518604).  Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.  Extraordinary  gal- 
lantry leading  charge,  which  resulted  in  capture  large  number  of  prisoners 
and  stand  of  colors. 

Richard  W.  Tyler,  captain,  retired,  made  application  for  2173. 
Three  affidavits. 

Brig.  Gen.  Pierce  specifically  mentions  2173  in  report 
One  medal  issued  March  29,  1899. 
2173.  Mattocks,  Charles  P. 

Case  No.  1441  (363858).    Salem  Heights,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.    Personal  gallantry 

and  Intrepidity  displayed  in  the  management  of  his  brigade  and  in  leading  it 

in  the  assault,  in  which  he  was  wounded. 

Peck,  adjutant  general  State  of  Vermont,  applies  to  Secretary  of  War,' April 
18,  1893,  for  medal  for  1441 — commanded  Vermont  brigade. 

Schofield,  April  24,  1893,  recommends  medal  of  honor. 

Adjutant  General,  April  24,  1893,  gives  record.  Medical  record  shows  wounds 
received  April  2,  1865. 
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Gen.  Sedg\vick,  May  15,  1863,  In  report,  commends  skill  and  personal  gallantry 
of  1441  and  management  of  brigade,  deserving  special  notice  of  comnmnding 
general. 

Brig.  Gen,  Getty,  November.  1864,  Cedar  Creek,  mentions  1441  as  entitled  to 
great  credit. 

Medal  honor  approved  April  25,  1803. 

One  medal  issued  May  11,  1893. 

1441.  Grant,  Lewis  A. 

Case  No.  2a57  (8505  A-79).    Blakely,  Ala..  April  9,  1865.    Among  first  to  enter 

enemy's  Intrenchiiients,  received  surrender  Confederate  general  officer  and  his 

headquarters  flag. 

Letter  of  2057,  June  13, 1879,  requests  medal  for  capture  of  flag  April  9,  1865 ; 
states  that  he  turned  flag  over  to  Lieut.  Col.  Vifquain. 

Adjutant  General,  July  17,  1879,  gives  record,  and  Vifquain  as  captor  of  flag, 
Blakely,  Ala.,  April  9,  1865. 

June  16,  1879,  letter  from  Cockrell,  who  surrendered  flag  to  2057,  April  9, 
1865,  stating  that  Col.  Vifquain  did  not  capture  the  flag. 

September  24, 1879,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  to  2057. 

One  medal  issued  October  9,  1879. 

2057.  Pentzer,  Patrick  H. 

Case  No.  2133  (15442  B-78).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2.  1866.    Bravery  in  action. 

Bravely  assisted  in  capture  of  one  of  enemy's  guns ;  with  first  troops  to  enter 

city ;  captured  flag  Ck)nfederate  customhouse. 

Application  2133  NoyemA)er,  1878. 

Affidavits  two,  February  12,  1879. 

Adjutant  General's  records  show  that  2133  is  one  of  the  men  "  who  were  rec- 
ommended for  medals  of  honor  for  bravery  in  battle  at  Petersburg  April  2  and 
Sailors  Creek  April  6,  1865." 

Adjutant  General  directs  issue  of  medal,  March  13,  1879. 

One  medal  issued  March  28,  1879. 

2133.  Fox,  William  R. 

CaseNo.  1928  (378148).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2, 1865.    Distinguished  gallantry 

battle  of ;  carried  colors  50  yards  In  advance  of  his  regiment,  and  after  being 

painfully  wounded  attempted  to  crawl  into  the  enemy's  works  In  an  endeavor 

to  plant  his  flag  thereon. 

Robert  L.  Orr,  colonel,  commanding  Slxty-flrst  Pennsylvania,  November  28. 
1893,  requests  medal  for  1928. 

Thomas  W.  Hyde,  brevet  brigadier  general,  November  25,  1893,  reconwnends. 

George  W.  Getty,  brevet  major  general,  December  4,  1893,  affidavit. 

December  22,  1893,  Orr  makes  further  statement  that  tile  act  of  conspicuous 
gallantry  perfonned  by  1928  was  under  his  personal  observation;  he  was  In 
action,  and  1928  was  In  front  of  him.  Tills  correspondence  was  on  account  of 
there  being  two  color  bearers.  1933  and  1928.  the  latter  not  being  mentioned  in 
report  specifically,  but  Is  on  list,  page  1258. 

Record  furnished  and  clean. 

Secretary  of  War  Doe  directs  award,  December  23,  1893. 

One  medal  Issued  January  16,  1894. 

1928.  Fisher,  Joseph. 

Case  No.  2097  (511698,  case  Boon,  H.  P.).    Paines  Cross  Roads,  Va.,  April  5, 

1865.    Capture  of  flag. 

Recommended  medal  of  honor ;  report,  Meade ;  Ust,  page  1258,  Rebellion  Rec- 
ords, series  1,  volume  146,  Part  I. 

One  medal  Issued  May  3,  1865. 

2097.  Young,  Andrew  J. 

Case  No.  2092  (519694).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Capture  of  flag. 

Letter  MaJ.  M.  A.  Ayres,  Eleventh  West  Virginia  Volunteers,  to  Townsend, 
sending  man  with  flag :  "  He  Is  now  on  his  way  home  on  furlough  of  20  days, 
and  I  earnestly  request  that  you  give  him  an  extension  of  10  days  on  his 
furlough,  as  a  mark  of  approbation  for  his  gallantry."    June  11,  1865. 

June  13,  1805,  Secretary  of  War  directs  award  "  gallantry  In  capturing  rebel 
flag  in  engagement  at  Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  April  2,  18(55." 

One  medal  issued  June  13,  1865. 

2092.  White,  Adam. 


128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 28 

Digitized  by 


Google 


434  GEIi^RAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

Case  No.  2141   (506  A  BB-«0).     Petersburg,  Va.,  Aprtl  2,  1865.    Bravery  in 

action.    Was  among  first  to  penetrate  enemy's  lines,  and  himself  captured 

a  gun  of  the  two  batteries  captured. 

Application  of  2141  and  two  satisfactory  affidavits  of  members  of  his  com- 
pany with  clean  records,  January  10,  1880. 

Townsend,  in  Indorsement,  orders  Issue. 

One  medal  issued  June  25,  1880. 

2142.  Wilson,  Francis  A. 

Case  No.  2125  (527975).     Petersburg,  Va.,  April,  1865.    GaUantry  In  final  and 

successful  assault  on.    Was  one  of  the  three  soldiers  most  conspicuous  in 

final  assault. 

Recommended  by  corps  commander  to  receive  one-third  of  the  reward  of 
$460  sent  by  patriotic  citizens  to  Grant  to  be  presented  as  a  reward  for  gallantry 
to  the  soldier  who  should  first  raise  our  flag  over  Richmond. 

Approved  by  Charles  Griffin,  major  general  Volunteers  (no  date,  presumably 
April,  1865). 

Application,  April  14,  1871,  and  submits  affidavits. 

Grant's  letter  to  applicant,  July  22,  1866,  transmitting  the  third  of  the  $460- 
$153.33. 

April  17,  1871,  medal  awarded. 

One  medal  issued  April  22,  187X. 

2125.  Tucker,  Jacob  E. 

Case  No.  2140    (376964).    Amelia  Springs,   Va.,  April  5,  1865.    Onsplcnons 

gallantry  battle  of.    Capture  field  battery  and  nooiber  battle  flags,  and  In 

destruction  of  enemy's  wagon  train. 

October  10,  1898,  Gen.  H.  B.  Davles  to  Secretary  of  War  Lament,  applies  for 
2140. 

November  9,  1893,  D.  M.  M.  Gregg,  late  brigadier  and  l)revet  major  general 
also  appll^s  for  2140.  Approved  by  Robert  Jj.  Orr,  late  colonel  Slxty-flrst 
Pennsylvania. 

December  10,  1893,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  directs  issue  for  "conspicuous 
gallantFy  at  Araelia  Sprl»«B,  Aprtl  5,  1865." 

One  medal  issued  Januaiy  15,  1894. 

2U.40.  Thomas,  Hampton  S, 

Case  No.  2149  (334970).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2, 1865.    Distinguished  condnct 

at  battle  of.    With  assistanee  of  f^w  mea  oaptared  two  pteoes  artillery  and 

turned  them  upon  the  enemy. 

Hon.  H.  A.  Fletcher,  June  25,  1892,  makes  application  for  2149. 

Record  furnished  by  Alnsworth,  July  14,  ISjfe. 

Schofleld  refers  case  te  Gen.  L.  A.  Grant,  late  commanding  general 

Returned  by  Grant,  stating  he  was  wounded  and  had  no  personal  knowledge 
of  action  of  applicant,  but  he  adopted  report  of  MaJ.  Barber  as  his  report  of 
that  engagement.    Thinks  applicant  cjeservlng,  etc. 

August  3,  1892,  Schofield  submits  to  Secretary  of  Wur;  Secretary  considtrs 
case  personally  and  directs  Issue. 

One  medal  issued  August  12,  1892. 

2149.  Sperry,  William  J. 

Case  No.  2117  (301734).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2, 1865.    Distinguished  conduct 

in  action  as  color  bearer  at.    First  to  scale  the  enemy's  works  and  pUmt  tJ^e 

colors  thereon. 

A.  O.  Raymond  to  Secretary  of  War  Proctor,  October  JO,  1891,  makes  appUea- 
tion  for  2117. 

Secretary  of  War  refers  it  to  major  general  comm^ding.  A^^S  Adjutant 
General,  for  the  major  general  commanding,  returns  It  fo  the  Secretary  of 
War:  '*  It  is  slewed  4:bat  2J17  )s  entitled  to  a  medal  of  l^ofior  for  (H^ngaiBl^ 
conduct  t»  ^ctloQ  at  Petersburg.  Va.,  AprlJ  JJ,  1805."  ^ 

Secretary  of  War  considers  cage  personally,  aivl  directs  i|»ue,  October  #> 
1891. 

One  medal  issoe4  October  98,  1891. 

?117.    Sargent,  Jackson. 
Case  No.  2084  (519699).    Fort  Stedmaa,  Va.,  Marfk  26,  1860.    Oaptare  of  flag 

of  Twenty-sixth  North  Carolina. 
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July  5,  1865,  Henry  L.  Abbot,  brevet  brigadier  general,  writes  to  Gen.  Parke 
asking  if  medal  is  to  be  given  2034  for  capture  of  flag,  as  reported  in  his  tele- 
gram of  March  31. 

Indorsed  by  Gen.  Parke  to  Adjutant  General,  inclosing  copy  of  telegram  re- 
ferred to  and  recommending  that  medal  be  awarded. 

Copy  of  telegram  referred  to. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  award  July  21,  1865. 

One  medal  issued  July  21,  1865. 

2034.  McDonald,  George  E. 

Case  No.  2086  (528833).    Petersburg,  Va.,  March  25,  1865.    Capture  of  flag  of 
Fifty-ninth  Alabama  from  an  officer  who,  with  colors  In  his  hand,  was  rally- 
ing his  men. 
George  G.  Meade,  major  general  commanding,  March  28,  1865,  transmits  nine 

battle  flags  and  si)eci^aUy  mentions  2086  and  requests  medal  of  honor  for  him. 
W'eygant,  lieutenant  colonel,  commanding  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth 

New   York  Volunteers,   March   26,   1865,  details   the  capture   and   specifically 

mentions  2086. 

Secretary  of  War,  April  1,  1865,  directs  award. 
One  medal  issued  April  6,  1865. 
2686.  Thompklns,  George  W. 

Case  No.  2066  (357291).    Dabneys  Mills,  Va.,  February  6-7,  1865.    Capture  of 

flag;  grasped  the  enemy's  colors  in  face  of  a  deadly  fire  and  brought  them 

inside  the  lines. 

William  R.  Parks  writes,  February  1,  1693,  to  Hob.  William  Mutchler  asking 
for  medal  for  2066  and  quoting  extract  of  order  purporting  to  grant  furlough 
to  2066  for  conspicuous  gallantry,  etc. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  indorses  that  he  does  not  think  sufllcient  evidence  in 
ease  and  asks  for  testimony  of  parties  knowing  the  facts. 

March  28,  1865,  Gen.  Crawford,  in  Special  Orders,  No.  78,  grants  2066  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  and  good  conduct  in  battles  February  6-7,  1865. 

Other  testimony  submitted,  and  Secretary  of  War,  November  4,  1803,  directs 
issue,  for  distinguished  gallantry  at  Dabneys  Mills,  Va. 

One  medal  issued  November  9,  1893. 

2066.  Sands,  William. 

Case  No.  2214  <  6171-^9).    Near  Elkhom  Creek,  Wyo.,  January  13,  1877.    While 

scouting  with  4  men  attacked  in  ambush  by  14  hostile  Indians;  held  his 

ground,  2  of  his  men  being  wounded,  and  kept  up  fight  until  himself  wounded 

in  side,  and  then  went  to  assistance  of  wounded  cmnrades. 

General  order  issued  by  Gen.  Crook  March  16,  1877   mentions  2214. 

August  23,  1878,  Lieut.  Charles  Morton  recommends  2214  for  certificate  of 
merit;  approved  by  Maj.  Carlton,  Maj.  R.  Williams,  Gen.  George  Crook,  Sep- 
tember 17,  1878 ;  Sheridan,  September  23,  1878. 

Adjutant  General,  October  3,  1878,  in  indorsement  notes  that  certificates  can 
not  be  given  to  noncommissioi^  officersi. 

January  30,  1890  request  made  for  medal  of  honor  by  commanding  officer 
Third  Cavalry. 

July  25,  1874,  Secretary  of  War  reconsidered  his  decision  in  regard  to  appli- 
cation of  the  act  of  March  3,  1863,  to  acts  of  gallantry  suj)sequent  to  the  re- 
bellion. 

April  21, 1890,  Gen,  Schofleld  recommended  medal. 

Secretary  of  War  Proctor,  April  26, 1890,  concurs  and  directs  award  of  medal. 

One  medal  issued  May  15, 1890. 

2214.  Bessey,  Charles  A. 

Case  No.  2476  (witfr  454  T  X870).    Wichita  River,  Tex.  October  5,  1870.    Gal- 
lantry Jn  actJi)»,    Indian  scouts  in  Texast 

Capt.  A.  W.  Rafl^ty,  Sixth  Oavairy,  October  10,  lJ870,  mak^s  report  of  engage- 
ment and  recoiumepdatioos  (or  nx^^l  of  honor  for  gallantry  during  pursuit 
and  fight  with  Indians. 
Ai^proved  by  W.  T.  Sherman  Novemher  9,  J870. 

J.  J.  Reynolds,  colonel  Twenty-fifth  Infantry,  October  24,  1870,  recommends 
medals  to  list,  and  roedal  to  Po^sier^  citizen  guide,  if  law  will  sanction  It. 

Indorsement  of  Town  send  follows :  **  Make  medals  for  Aoncommlssioned  offi- 
cers, privates,  and  Guide  Dozler." 
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November  3,  1870,  Gen.  Halleck  forwards. 

Six  medals  issued  November  19, 1870. 
2476.  Welch,  MlchaeL  2326.  KeaUng,  Daniel. 

2483.  Wilson,  Benjamin.  2215.  Bowden,  SamueL 

2207.  Anderson,  James.  995.  Dossier  (civilian). 

Case  No.  2077.    Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.    Capture  of  flag. 

George  G.  Meade,  major  general  commanding,  April  16,  1865,  in  his  report  to 
Townsend  mentions  2077  as  having  captured  flag,  granted  furlough  for  30  days, 
and  requests  medal  of  honor  (p.  606,  R.  R.,  Ser.  I,  vol.  46,  pt.  1). 

One  medal  Issued  April  24,  1865.    See  page  109. 

2077.  Simmons,  John. 

Case  No.  2107  (240190).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Gallantry  In  assault 

and  capture  of.     Among  first  to  mount  enemy's  works  In  assault;  serious 

bayonet  wound  In  face;  struck  with  clubbed  muskets;  bravely  stood  ground; 

with  sword  killed  man  who  bayoneted  him. 

May  6,  1904,  affidavit  Gen.  L.  A.  Grant,  stating  that  2107  was  not  "among 
the  first,"  but  was  "  the  first "  to  mount  works,  etc. 

Schofield,  July  18,  1890,  In  Indorsement,  states  that  2107,  in  assault  and 
capture  of  Petersburg,  "  was  preeminently  deserving  of  a  medal  of  honor." 

July  19,  1890,  Alnsworth,  In  end,  states  that  Secretary  of  War,  having  per- 
sonally reveiwed  this  case,  concurs  In  the  opinion  of  Schofleld  and  directs  the 
issue  of  a  medal  of  honor. 

The  reviewing  of  this  case  was  on  account  of  the  wording  of  the  ground  for 
award.  Applicant  wanted  "  the  first "  instead  of  **  among  the  first"  There 
was  no  question  raised  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

One  medal  issued  July  SO,  1890. 

2107.  Gould,  Charles  G. 

Case  No.  1998  (523608).    Appomattox  Court  House,  Va.,  April  9,  1865.    Capture 

flag  Forty-sixth  Virginia  Infantry. 

Application  1993,  September  26,  1872. 

Crawford,  commanding  Third  Division,  In  report,  April  20,  1865,  states: 
"  Great  credit  is  due  for  the  manner  In  which  he  led  on  his  command  and  for 
the  capture  of  the  enemy's  guns  on  the  Ford  Road.'* 

Sherman,  October  4,  1872,  in  Indorsement,  says  that  it  seems  late  in  the  day 
for  1993  to  apply  for  a  medal,  but  If  he  values  It  as  a  token  he  advises  compli- 
ance with  his  request. 

October  8,  1872,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  October  15,  1864. 

1993.  Funk,  West. 

Case  No.  1677  (517488).    Chaplns  Farm,  Va.,  September  30,  1864.    Capture  of 

flag. 

General  Orders,  121,  Department  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina,  Army  of  the 
James,  October  5,  1864,  Gen.  Butler :  "  1677  having  been  reported  to  command- 
ing general  for  distinguished  gallantry  In  attack  of  the  enemy  upon  works  of 
line  near  Chaplns  Farm  on  September  30,  having  taken  battle  flag,  etc.,  *  *  * 
offered  promotion,  declines  ♦  ♦  ♦  granted  furlough  20  days  ♦  ♦  •  re^ 
ommended  to  Secretary  of  War  for  medal  ♦  ♦  *  will  receive  present  $25 
from  commanding  general  to  bear  expenses  on  furlough." 

Secretary  of  War,  October  12,  1869,  considers  this  sufficient,  and  directs 
award. 

One  medal  Issued  October  15,  1866. 

1677.  Murphy,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  1588  (323423).    Fort  Harrison,  Va.,  September  29,  1864.    Led  regi- 
ment In  charge,  carrying  colors  of  another  regiment;  wounded  right  arm; 
carried  colors  In  left,  which  was  also  disabled  by  gunshot  wound. 
Application  by  Col.  Albert  Ordway  for  medal  for  1588,  March  26, 1892. 
Secretary  of  War  Elkins  refers  to  major  general  conomanding. 
Schofield  recommends  award  for  distinguished  bravery  In  assault  on  Fort 

Harrison,  Va. 
Acting  Secretary  of  War  i)ersonally  reviewed  case  and  ordered  Issue. 
One  medal  Issued  April  19,  1892. 
1588.  Clay,  Cecil. 
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Case  No.  1502  (501128).  Chaplns  Farm,  Va.,  September  29,  1864.  Took  up 
flag  after  three  color  bearers  had  been  shot  and  bore  it  forward,  though  him- 
self woimded. 

Robert  B.  Beath,  December  1,  1897,  makes  application  for  1592,  stating  in 
detail  the  circumstances  which  were  detailed  to  him  immediately  as  captain  of 
Company  A,  Sixth  United  States  Colored  Infantry. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  letter,  dated  October  24,  1864,  addressed  to 
the  Acting  Adjutant  General  Third  Division,  Eighteenth  Army  Corps,  the 
commanding  oflicer  of  the  regiment  stated,  as  follows :  "  ♦  ♦  *  following- 
named  ofllcers  and  men  *  *  ♦•  distinguished  themselves  by  bravery  and  cool- 
ness in  action  near  New  Market  Heights,  Va.,  September  29,  ♦  ♦  *  would 
not  be  Justified  in  withholding  name  of  1592,  who,  when  color  bearer  was  shot, 
held  them  aloft  while  own  hand  was  pierced  by  bullet,  which  severed  the  flag- 
staff." 

Mentioned  in  address  of  MaJ.  Gen.  Butler  October  11,  1864,  and  promoted  to 
captain. 
Secretary  of  War,  direction  of  President,  directs  award  March  30,  1898. 
One  medal  Issued  March  30,  1898. 
1592.  Edgerton,  Nathan  H. 

Case  No.  2170  (304733).  Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  15,  1865.  Distinguished 
personal  bravery  In  the  assault  and  capture  of.  First  man  to  pass  through 
stockade;  personally  led  each  assault  on  the  traverses,  and  was  four  times 
wounde<l. 

Adjutant  general  State  of  Vermont  letter  to  H6n.  L.  A.  Grant,  Acting  Secre- 
tary of  War,  making  application  for  2170. 

(Jrant  refers  to  major  general  commanding,  who  returns  sstme  with  recom- 
mendation that  medal  be  granted  for  "distinguished  personal  bravery  in  the 
assault,  etc.*' 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  reviewed  case  personally  and  directed  issue,  Novem- 
ber 21,  1891. 

One  medal  issued  November  28,  1891. 

2170.  Curtis,  N.  Martin. 

Case  No.  2161  (246464).    Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  16,  1865.    Gallantry  in 

cutting  down  palisading  at.    Voluntarily  advanced  with  the  head  of  the 

column  and  cut  down  the  palisading. 

2161  applies  to  Hon.  John  Sanford  July  30,  1890. 

Sanford  writes  Secretary  of  War  on  subject  August  2,  1890. 

Secretary  of  War  replies,  August  5,  1890,  "  No  record  of  list  of  names  as  re- 
ferred to  has  been  found,  nor  has  this  department  any  knowledge  of  the 
passage  of  the  resolution  described." 

August  15,  1890,  Sanford  submits  newspaper  clipping,  1865,  and  requests  case 
be  reopened. 

Adjutant  General  furnishes  record :  Brig.  Gen.  Ames,  in  his  report  of  opera- 
tions about  Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  on  January  16,  1865,  states  that  "  *  ♦  ♦  2161 
volunteered  with  the  head  of  the  column  and  cut  down  the  palisading,"  and 
recommended  that  medals  be  bestowed  upon  all  enlisted  men  mentioned. 

Schofleld  recommends  medal. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War  directs  issue  medal. 

One  medal  is^sued  September  11,  1890. 

2161.  Neahr,  Zachariah  C. 

Case  No.  2128  (215167).    Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  15,  1865.    Gallant  and 

meritorious  conduct  at  storming  of. 

Application  by  2128  May  24,  1890,  referred  by  Secretary  of  War  to  major 
general  commanding.  Schofleld  returns,  recommending  award  for  **  gallant 
and  meritorious  conduct,  etc." 

Specifically  mentioned  in  report  T)f  G.  P.  Harding,  major,  Two  hundred  and 
third  Pennsylvania  Regiment,  commanding  brigade,  January  17,  1865,  page  119, 
Rebellion  Records,  Series  I,  volume  46,  Part  I. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  directs  issue  June  11,  1890. 

One  medal  issued  June  24,  1890. 

2128.  Wainwright,  John. 

Case  No.  1915  (475200).  James  River  raid,  winter  1864-6.  One  of  the  two 
men  who  succeeded  in  getting  through  the  lines  with  dispatches  to  Gen. 


Grant. 
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February  26,  1873,  Gen.  Sheridan  recommends  1915  for  medal  honor;  mes- 
senger to  Gen.  Grant  at  New  Market,  Va. 
March  1,  1873,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  March  3,  1873. 
1915.  Rowand,  Archibald  H.,  Jr. 

Case  No.  1964  (477573).    Woodstock,  Va.,  January  22,  1865,  and  Amelia  Court 
House,  Va.,  April  5,  1865.     While  command  retreating  before  superior  num- 
bers, voluntarily  rushed  back  with  one  companion  and  rescued  bis  command- 
ing officer,  who  had  been  unhorsed  and  left  behind.    At  Amelia  Court  House 
captured  two  battle  flags. 
Sheridan  recommends  for  medal. 
October  30,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  October  30,  1897. 
1964.  Campbell,  JameB  A. 

Case   No.    1418    (938   0-88),   Gettysburg,   Pa.,   July   2,   1863.    Captured  flkf 
Seventh  Virginia  Infarrtry;  twi<je  wounded  in  effort. 
Claim  made  by  widow  of  1418  December  18,  1887,  for  medal  honor. 
July,  1863,  Brig.  Gen.  Harrow  reports  capture  Seventh  Virginia  Regiment 

flag  by  1418. 

One  medal  issued  February  6,  1888. 
1418.  Carey,  Hugh. 

Case  No.  1415  (515701).    Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.    Capture  of  flag. 

Receipt  dated  July  17,  1863,  from  headquarters  Third  Brigade,  Third  Division, 
Second  Army  Corps,  for  one  flag  received  from  1415. 

One  medal  issued  March  6,  18^. 

1415.  Brown,  Morris,  Jr. 

Case  No.  1416  (142440).    Missionary  Ridge,  Tenn.,  November  25,  1863.    Capture 

of  flag. 

March  6,  1890,  incloses  three  affidavits  that  he  captured  the  flag. 

Adjutant  Generars  record  March  17,  1890,  shows  that  Lieut.  Col.  Askers,  com- 
manding Fifteenth  Ohio  Volunteers,  commends  applicant  for  having  captured 
flag;  report  dated  November,  1863. 

Schofield  approved  application  March  18,  1890. 

One  medal  issued  March  27,  1890. 

1416.  Brown,  Robert  B. 

Case  No.  1417  (521168).    Hanover,  Pa.,  June  30,  1863.    Capture  of  batUe  flag. 

Letter  to  Gen.  Butler,  M.  C,  from  applicant  for  medal. 

Adjutant  (ieneral*s  record  shows  Maj.  Hammond,  Fifth  New  York  Cavalry, 
reports  1417  as  captor  of  battle  flag. 

Gen.  Kilpatrick,  August  10,  1863,  mentions  capture  of  one  battle  flag. 

Adjutant  General,  Jamiary  31,  1878,  notes  award  of  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  February  11,  1878. 

1417.  Burke,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  2023  (5-i:-18GG).     Jetersville,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.    Capture  of  flag  of 

gimboat  Nanscmond, 

Application  of  2023 ;  indorsement  Townsend  asking  if  flag  has  been  received 
by  War  Department.  Ueturne<l  March  6,  1866,  with  statement  that  no  flag  an- 
swering that  description  is  in  collection.  Referred  to  chief  signal  officer  for 
disposition  made  of  flag. 

March  14,  1860,  Fisher,  chief  signal  officer  and  colonel,  United  States  Arm.v, 
indorses  that  the  flag  of  the  Nanscmond  was  secure<l  from  one  of  the  enHstej 
men;  captured  by  2023,  according  to  statement  of  Lieut.  P.  H.  Nlles,  Sipia' 
Corps.    Flag  must  have  been  turned  In  to  War  Department  by  MaJ.  Gen.  Meade. 

One  me<lal  Issued  March  16,  1866. 

2023.  Lane,  Morgan  D. 
€ase  No.  2108   (354139).     Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.     Distinguished  gal- 
lantry at  battle  of.     Dangerously   w^ounded.     Refused  to  leave  field  until 

enemy's  works  were  taken. 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  2108  mentioned  in  report  Maj.  Merriit 
Barber,  Acting  Adjutant  General,  to  Maj.  Gen.  L.  A.  Grant,  April  15,  lS6n, 
**  Lieut.  G.  C.  Hawkins,  Third  Vermont,  acting  adjutant  Fourth  Vermont,  ver> 
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dangerously  wounded  while  leading  the  men  forward  with  an  enthusiasm  de- 
serving of  all  praise." 

Affidavits  furnished  establishing  claim  beyond  doubt. 

September  21,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  directs  award. 

One  medal  issued  Sepetmber  13,  1893. 

2108.  Hawkins,  Gardner  C. 

Case  No.  1999  (219424).    Five  Forks,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Conspicuous  bravery 

in  battle  of.    First  to  enter  enemy's  works,  where  he  captured  two  flags. 

William  Blaikie  makes  application  for  1990.  / 

Several  affidavits  in  support  of  claim ;  also  newspaper  clippings  dated  July  15, 
1865,  printing  letters  of  farewell  to  1999  and  his  regiment  from  H.  B.  Ayres, 
brevet  major  general  commanding,  and  James  Hayes,  jr.,  brigadier  general  eojn- 
manding. 

Adjt.  Gen.  Kelton  gives  record. 

Schofield  writes  October  3,  1889,  to  Judge  Cox,  stating  that  specific  evidence 
must  be  tiled,  etc. 

Secretary-  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  August  14,  1891. 

1999.  Grlndlay,  James  G. 

Case  No.  2136  (300730).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  18i65.    Distinguished  conduct 

in  action.    W'ith  6  men  he  captured  69  Confederate  piisoners,  and  recaptured 

several  soldiers  who  hnd  fallen  into  enemy's  hands. 

September  26,  1891,  Thomas  W.  Hyde,  late  colonel,  First  Maine,  comnmnding 

Third  Brigade,  Second  Division,  makes  application  for  2136,  stating  specific 
action. 

Indorsed  approved  by  George  W.  Getty,  brevet  major  general,  colonel,  United 
States  Army,  retired. 

Indorse<l  approved  by  H.  G.  Wright,  late  major  general,  commanding  Sixth 
Corps,  brevet  brigade  and  major  general  United  States  Army,  retired. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  October  23,  1891. 

2136.  Merrill,  Augustus. 

Case  No.  1933  (263102).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Bravery  in  storming 

of.     Voluntarily   took  colors,   bearer   disabled,   although   wounded,   carried 

same  until  enemy's  works  were  taken. 

Adjutant  General's  record ;  several  affidavits  which  appear  genuine ;  his 
warrant  as  sergeant,  signed  by  Robert  L.  Orr,  lieutenant  colonel,  commaoiding 
regiment,  bears  following  remarks :  "  Promoted  for  bravery  on  April  2,  1865, 
at  the  storming  of  the  works  at  Petersburg,  end  bearing  the  colors  of  his  regi- 
ment all  day  after  being  wounded. 

Ainsworth  asks  for  additional  testimony,  which  is  furnished  and  appears 
satisfactory. 

Schofield,  in  indorsement,  Februarj'  6,  1891,  says,  "Additional  evidence  now 
submitted  fully  establishes,  in  my  judgment,  the  title  of  the  claimant  to  a 
medal  of  honor." 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War  directs  award. 

One  me<lal  issued  February  13,  1891. 

1933.  Matthews,  John  C. 

Case  No.  2030  (7238B-79).    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Capture  colors 
Eighth  Mississippi  Infantry. 

Application  made  but  some  doubt  existed  as  to  identity. 
Later  identity  established  beyond  question. 
Acting  Secretary  of  War  awards. 
One  medal  issued  September  21,  1888. 
2030.  Mangam,  Richard  C. 

Cflse  No.  2029  (528a34).    Petersburg,  Va.,  March  31,  1865.    Capture  flag  Forty- 
first  Alabama,  together  with  color  bearer  and  one  of  color  guard. 
Original  letter  George  G.  Meade,  major  general,  commanding,  addressed  to 

Townsend,  March  31,  1865,  sending  this  man  and  the  flag  and  recommending 

medal  of  honor. 
April  3,  1865,  Secretary  of  AVar  directs  award. 
One  medal  Issued  April  3,  1865. 
2029.  Lutes,  Franklin  W. 
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Case  No.  2172  (11499  VS-S9).  FarmvlUe,  Va.,  April  7,  1865.  Gallant  and 
meritorious  service  at.  Gallantry  and  promptness  In  rallying  his  men  and 
advancing,  with  a  small  detachment,  to  save  a  bridge  about  to  be  fired  by 
the  enemy. 

Application  of  2172  June  24,  1889. 
Adjutant  General  furnishes '  record. 
Secretary  of  War,  August  10,  1889,  directs  award. 
One  medal  issued  August  10,  1889. 
2172.  Ludgate,  William. 

Case  No.  1936  (515902).    Petersburg  and  Sailors  Greek.  Va.,  April  2-6,  1866. 

Gallantry  in  action.    Carried  r^imental  colors  over  creek  after  regiment 

had  broken  and  been  repulsed. 

April  30,  1867,  MaJ.  Dudley,  Twenty-fourth  Infantry,  brevet  colonel,  United 
States  Army,  applies  for  medal  for  1936. 

March  6,  1867,  application  of  1936. 

May  11, 1867,  record  furnished  by  adjutant  general  Rhode  Island. 

Extract  report  Gen.  Wheaton,  Rebellion  Records,  volume  46,  Part  I,  page 
926,  for  conspicuous  bravery  and  good  conduct ;  1936  being  first  of  his  regiment 
to  enter  enemy'^  works  on  April  2. 

May  9,  1867,  Secretary  War  directs  award. 

One  medal  issued  May  29,  1867. 

1936.  Parker,  Thomas. 

Case  No.  1603  (349275).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Carried   the  colors 

at  the  head  of  the  column  in  the  assault  after  two  color  bearers  had  been 

shot  down. 

October  16,  1892,  Thomas  D.  Hyde,  late  colonel  First  Maine  Volunteers, 
brevet  brigadier  general,  applies  for  medal  for  1603. 

Adjutant  General's  record. 

Letter  George  W.  Getty,  brevet  major  general. 

November  16,  1892,  Secretary  War  directs  award. 

One  medal  issued  November  28,  1892. 

1603.  Orr,  Robert  L. 

Case  No.  2114   (495156).    Appomattox  Cotrit  House,  Va.,  April  9,  1865.    Gal- 
lantry In  action.    Wounded  five  times. 
AppUcation  2114  May  8,  1871. 

Affidavit  Hal  Ion  Richardson,  late  brevet  brigadier  general  United  States  Vol- 
unteers. 
June  29,  1871,  2114  acknowledges  receipt  of  medal. 
One  medal  issued  June  14,  1871. 
2114.  Myers,  William  H. 

Appomattox  Campaign,  Virginia,  Mabch,  1864-Apbil,  1865. 

Awarded  for  distinguished  services  under  resolution  of  Congress,  No.  43, 
approved  July  12,  1862,  and  section  6  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  S, 
1863. 

The  following  cases  appear  with  list  submitted  by  Gens.  Meade  and  Sheridaa, 
and  are  to  be  found  on  page  1258  et  seq..  Rebellion  Records,  Series  I,  volume  46, 
Part  I. 

Case  No.  2061  (with  511698-Boon).    Appomattox  Station,  Va.    April  8,  1865. 

Captured  flag  First  Texas  Infantry. 

(Jen.  Sheridan  sends  flags  captured.  His  letter  of  April  12,  1865,  Incloses  list 
of  captors  and  flags  captured. 

Address  Maj.  Gen.  Butler,  October  11,  1864,  to  his  army. 

Newspaper  report  of  presentation  of  flags  by  Gen.  Sheridan's  cavalry. 

Adjutant  General  sends  medals  honor  for  delivery  to  list. 

One  medal  Issued  May  3,  1865. 

2061.  Read,  Morton  A. 

Case  No.  2116  (503389).  Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.  Gallant  and  meri- 
torious conduct. 

Application  2116,  February  17,  1866,  to  Gen.  Sheridan, 
Sheridan  indorses,  approving  and  recommending. 
Townsend  approves. 
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Secretary  War  awards. 

One  medal  issued  April  7,  1866. 

2116.  Richards<Mi,  William  R. 

Case  No.  2063  (493067).    Near  Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Captured  flag 

Battery  Gregg. 

Extract  report  Col.  Curtis,  April-  3.  1865,  mentioning  specifically  capture  of 
flag  by  2063. 

Memorandum  in  handwriting  of  John  Potts,  Chief  Clerk  War  Department, 
to  Senator  Willey,  stating  that  medal  Is  awarded  2063. 

One  medal  issued  April  3,  1867. 

2063.  Reeder,  Charles  A. 

Case  No.  1959.  Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Capture  of  battle  flag. 

Awarded  for  distinguished  services  under  resolution  of  Congress  No.  43,  ap- 
proved July  12,  1862,  and  section  6,  of  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  18^. 

This  man's  name  appears  with  list  submitted  by  Gen.  Meade,  and  is  found  in 
Rebellion  Records  I,  volume  46,  Part  I,  page  1258. 

One  medal  issued  May  10,  1865. 

1959.  Briggs,  Elijah  A. 

Case  No.  1978.  Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865.  Capture  of  flags. 

Specifically  and  individually  mentioned  in  Gen.  Meade's  report,  dated  April 
16,  1865,  and  recommended  by  him  for  medals  ol  honor.  (See  page  606,  Rebel- 
lion Records,  Series  I,  volume  46,  Part  I.) 

Three  medals  issued  April  24,  May  3,  and  May  10,  1865. 

1978.  Davis,  Thomas 

2049.  Newman,  William  H. 

2077.  Simmons,  John. 

Case  No.  2562  (1739503).    Patlan  Island,  P.  I.,  July  2,  1909.    Advanced  machine 

gun  into  position ;  spliced  timber  for  leg  of  tripod  under  fire,  etc. 

Memorandum  of  Maj.  Gen.  Carter,  assistant  to  Chief  of  Staff,  quoting  Capt 
Byram*s  report,  July  5,  1909.  Indorsement  Department  Commander  R.  W.  Hoyt. 
Indorsement  Maj.  W.  P.  Duval,  July  30,  1900. 

July  10,  1909,  governor  general  wrote  letter  to  Secretary  of  War  same  sub- 
ject. 

Recommendations  Gen.  Rogers,  commanding  ofllcer  of  post,  and  Capt.  George 
L.  Byram,  Sixth  Cavalry.  Forwarded  November  22,  1909;  held  up  by  Gen. 
Pershing  disapproving  recomendations  of  Rogers  and  Byram. 

Adjutant  General,  after  10  months,  called  for  this  report,  which  was  for- 
warded July  30,  1910. 

Indorsement  April  7,  1910,  by  Pershing;  July  30,  1910,  by  Duval. 

Memorandum  Chief  of  Staff,  August  22,  1912,  in  which  adverse  indorsement 
of  the  division  commander  was  sent  to  Capt  Byram  for  comment  or  statement 
which  he  might  see  fit  to  make.  General  Orders,  No.  6,  Headquarters  Philippine 
Division,  January  30,  1912. 

Board  oflScers  convened  Manila,  May  2,  1910,  Special  Orders,  No.  102, 
paragraph  14 ;  members.  Col.  Leaflber,  Capt.  S.  C.  Vestal,  Capt.  E.  T.  Donally ; 
recommended  men  named  be  mentioned  in  orders  for  gallantry,  etc. 

Capt.  Byram's  reply  received  and  reviewed  with  reports  of  officers  concerned. 

Prooceedings  and  recommendations  of  board  approved  by  Chief  of  Staff 
August  22,  1912. 

J.  A.  Baer  submitted  report  officers  Sixth  Cavalry,  who  participated  in  fight. 

A  board  convened.  Special  Orders,  No.  92,  Philippine  Division,  April  20,  1911, 
consisted  of  William  D.  Beach,  Capt.  Peter  W.  Davison,  Twenty-second  In- 
fantry; Capt  T.  E.  Merrill,  General  Staff.  Recommendations  were  made  for 
medals  and  certificates  of  merit. 

September  5,  1912,  medals  of  honor  were  awarded  to  the  five  named. 

Five  medals  issued  November  23,  1912. 
2562.  Miller,  Archie.  2689.  Wilson,  Arthur  H. 

2M6.  Henderson,  Joseph.  2624.  Ga«jot,  Julien  E. 

2551.  Kennedy,  John  T. 

Case  No.  1961.    Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  February  6,  1865.     In  a  mounted  charge 

dashed  into  the  enemy's  line  and  captured  their  colors. 

Letter  February  9,  1865,  from  George  G.  Meade,  major  general,  transmitting 
battle  flag  captured  by  1961,  and  recommending  medal  of  honor  for  his  gal- 
lantry. 
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One  medal  Issued  February  25,  1865. 
1961.  Caldwell,  Daniel. 

Case  No.  1965   (288916).     Fort  Stedman,   Va.,  March  25,  1865.     Capture  of 

colors  Fifty-first  Virginia  Infantry  (C.  S.  A.). 

This  man  was  mentioned  in  Gen.  Parke's  report;  also  complimented  by  Gen. 
O.  B.  Wilcox,  June  2,  1885,  for  capture  Fifty-flrst  Virginia  colors. 

Adjutant  General's  record,  June  27,  1891. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  June  80,  1891,  directs  award  medal. 

One  medal  issued  July  9,  1891. 

1965.  Carter,  Joseph  F. 

Case  No.  1969   (507158).    Bentonville,  N.  C,  March  19,  1865.    In  charge  cap- 
tured flag  Fortieth  North  Carolina  (C.  S,  A.),  flag  being  taken  in  personal 
encounter  with  officer  who  carried  and  defended  It. 
Two  affidavits:  Lieut.  Lozle,  March  15,  1898,  and  Isaac  Oliver,  March  15, 

1898. 
Application  Congressman  Smith  for  1969  inclosing  these  two  affidavits. 
Adjutant  General's  record  and  two  affidavits. 

August  24,  1898,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Meiklejohn  awards  medal. 
One  medal  issued  August  26,  1898. 
1969.  Clute,  George  W. 

Case  No.  1419  (501173).    CJettysburg,  Pa..  July  3,  1863.    Capture  of  flag  Ninth 

Virginia  Infantry  (C.  S.  A.),  wresting  it  from  color  bearer. 

December  6,  1864,  request  for  medal  by  1419. 

January  4,  1865,  submits  another  application  with  Ck)l.  B.  P.  Smith's  indorse- 
ment 

Adjutant  (general  has  no  record  of  capture  of  this  flag. 

January  23,  1865,  Secretary  of  War  directs  award  of  medal  to  1419  for 
gallantry. 

One  medal  issued  February  2,  1866. 

1419.  Clopp,  John  B. 

Case  No.  1216   (510167).     Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.     Capture 

flag  Nineteenth  Gteorgla  Infantry  (C.  S.  A.),  wresting  it  from  hands  of  color 

bearer. 

November  16,  1864,  company  commander  recommends  1216  for  .medal  of 
honor  for  capture  rebel  flag;  Indorsed  by  late  lieutenant  colonel  Seventh  Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania  Volunteers. 

Indorsement  G^n.  Meade,  November  21,  1864,  recommends  medal  of  honor  for 
gallantry. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  award  of  medal  to  1216  for  gallantry  in  capturing 
a  rebel  battle  flag  in  the  battle  at  Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1864. 

One  medal  issued  November  25,  1864. 

1216.  Cart,  Jacob. 

Case  No.  1227  (1744  A-^88).    Williamsburg,  Va.,  May  5,  1862.     Capture  of  a 

flag  after  a  severe  hand-to-hand  contest;  was  mentioned  in  orders  for  his 

gallantry. 

Transmits  copy  of  letter,  February,  1867,  of  Gen.  Heintzelman,  who  states 
that  1227  captured  colors. 

Newspaper  clipping  in  regard  to  flrst  rebel  flag  captured  by  1227. 

March  29,  1888,  Gen.  Sheridan  recommends  medal. 

Secretary  of  War  approves  April  2,  1888. 

One  medal  issued  April  18,  1888. 

1227.  Coyne,  John  N. 

Case  No.  994  (5304-90).    Arizona,  March  7,  1890.    Indian  campaign.    Bravery 

in  action  with  Apache  Indians. 

April  16,  1890,  Lieut.  J.  W.  Watson,  Twenty-fourth  Infantry,  commandhig 
officer.  Individually  recommends  these  men  for  medals  of  honor. 

Approved  March  26.  1890,  by  Col.  Grierson,  and  on  April  3,  1890,  by  Gen. 
Miles. 

Capt.  Lewis  Johnson,  post  commander,  makes  special  mention  of  each  for 
medal. 

April  30,  1890,  MaJ.  Gen.  Schofleld  approves. 

Three  medals  issued  May  15,  1890. 
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904.  Rowdy, .    Bravery  in  action  with  Apache  Indians. 

2351.  McBryar,  William.    Bravery  in  action  with  Apache  Indians. 
2252.  Daniels,  James  T.    Untiring  energy  and  cool  gallantry  nnder  fire  in  an 
engagement  with  Apache  Indians. 

Case  No.  1625  (398353).     Resaca,  Ga.,  May  15,  1864.    Captured  a  regiment^ 

flag  of  the  enemy. 

October  3,  1894,  request  for  medal  by  1625 ;  returned  November  30,  1894,  for 
further  evidence. 

Incloses  affidavit  Lieut.  Peter  Palen,  One  hundred  and  forty-third  New  York, 
and  statement  of  William  Cole,  corporal. 

Copy  of  letter,  J.  S.  Robinson ;  indorsement  by  Gen.  Howard. 

Affidavit,  Thomas  I>.  C^ollins. 

Letter  recommendation,  Charles  C.  Whipple,  a  member  of  the  company. 

Adjutant  General's  record  dated  June  28,  1899. 

July  6, 1896,  additional  evidence  and  third  supplemental  report  inclosed. 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  August  17,  1896,  awards  medal  by  direc- 
tion of  President  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  Battle  of  Resaca, 
Ga.,  for  capture  regimental  flag  of  enemy. 

1625.  Collins,  Thomas  D. 

Case  No.  2309  (P.  R.  D.  8225).    Indian  campaign,  Bear  Paw  Mountain,  Mont., 

September  30,  1877.    Rescue  wounded. 

May  23,  1894,  Henry  Romeyn,  captain.  Fifth  Infantry,  recommends  2309  for 
medal  for  rescuing  him  on  field  exposed  to  close  and  severe  fire. 

May  25,  1894,  Gen.  Miles  cordially  approves  recommendation. 

This  man  had  received  a  medal  previously  for  gallantry  in  action  at  Cedar 
Creek,  Mont. 

Gen.  Schofield,  June  23,  1894,  recommends  award  of  medal  for  most  con- 
spicuous act. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  June  26,  1894,  awards  medal  of  honor  to  this 
man  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  against  the  Nez  Perces,  Septem- 
ber 30,  1877 ;  this  noncommissioned  officer  carrying  Lieut.  Henry  Romeyn,  who 
was  severely  wounded,  off  the  field  under  heavy  fire.  This  is  the  second  medal 
awarded  to  this  man  for  most  distinguished  action. 

One  medal  issued  June  26,  1894. 

2309.  Hogan,  Henry. 

Case  No.  2365  (264  P.  1869,  Carroll  and  37  others).     Indian  campaign.    Ari- 
zona, 1868  and  1869.    Bravery  in  action  and  scouts  against  Indians. 
Capt.  S.  B.  M.  Yoimg  in  supplemental  report,  July  14,  1869,  to  report  of  July 

4,  1869,  recommends  noncommissioned  officer  and  privates  named  conspicuous 

for  great  bravery.  ♦ 

August  10,  1869,  Maj.  Gen.  Ord  recommends  for  medals  or  certificates  of 

merit. 

Forwarded  by  Gen.  Whipple  September  2,  1869. 

Townsend,  Adjutant  General,  states  medals  of  honor  will  be  given  for  bravery 

in  action  in  scouts  against  Indians. 

Eight  medals  Issued  September  6,  1869. 

2365.  McNally,  James.  2377.  Morarlty,  John. 

2286.  Green,  Frandfl  0.  2407.  Richman,  SamueL 

2290.  Gunther,  Jacob.  2432.  Smith,  Otto. 

2348.  Matthews,  David  A.  2454.  Taylor,  Wilbur  N. 

Case  No.  2G22  (172134-98).    Santiago,  Cuba,  July  2,  1898.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

Reeouiniendatlon,  Novenibor  24,  1898,  bv  Capt.  Novels;  Col.  Powell  Indorse- 
ment appfoves,  also  (Mm.  Sfmfler,  December  7,  1898. 

Medal  of  honor  bonrd,  Si>ei-ial  Order  2.')5,  April  19.  1899,  approves  and  recom- 
mends. 

Secretary  of  Wai,  May  19,  1899,  api)roves  for  "voluntarily  leaving  shelter 
an*l,  under  fire,  going  to  iil<1  of  private  of  his  company,  who  was  wounded." 

One  nuMlal  issued  June  21,  1809. 

2622.  Welborii,  Ira  C. 

Case  No.  2611    (lOT.'DO).     Near  Santiago.  Cuba,  July   1,   1898.     Gallantry  in 
action,  after  bt»lng  shot. 

July  15,  1898,  (ien.  Wood  reconmiends  2611  for  medal  of  honor. 
Indorsement,  July  15,  1898,  by  Gen.  Joe  Wheeler. 
Gen.  Shafter  forwards,  approved  and  recommended,  July  18,  1898. 
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Brevet  board,  Special  Order  255,  decided  adversely. 

May  19,  1902,  Gen.  Wood  sent  application  to  Adjutant  GeneraVs  Office. 

Medal  of  honor  board,  Gen.  S.  B.  M.  Young,  president,  recommended  medal. 

Secretary  of  War  approved  June  28,  1902.  "Distinguished  gallantry  In  en- 
couraging those  near  him  by  his  bravery  and  coolness  after  being  shot  throuj^ 
the  head  and  entirely  without  sight." 

One  medal  Issued  July  9,  1902. 

2611.  Mills,  Albert  L. 

Case  No.  2607  (186073).     Manimani  River,  Cuba,  July  23,  1898.     Braverj-  qd 

Wanderer. 

Letter  2607,  January-  7,  1899,  inclosing  affidavits  of  four  members  of  the 
detachment,  dated  December  21,  1898. 

Capt.  Brady,  Signal  C^rps,  letter  December  23,  1898. 

Affidavit  Capt.  John  O'Brien,  December  19,  1898. 

Affidavit  Pvt.  Doughty,  December  10,  1898. 

Affidavit  Rodman  Butler,  Dwember  29,  1898. 

Affidavit  Cartay,  major,  Cuban  Army,  January  16,  1899. 

Copy  report  H.  Wessels,  major.  Third  Cavalry. 

Henry  Jackson,  major.  Third  Cavalry,  indorsement,  earnestly  recommends 
recognition  for  2607. 

Brevet  board's  proceedings  and  recommendations  are  approved  April  19,  1809, 
by  Secretary  of  War:  "After  two  men  had  been  shot  down  In  engine  room  of 
irandercr,  ship  disabled,  2607  held  position  and  transmitted  orders  until  ship 
was  out  of  danger."  , 

One  medal  issued  June  21,  1899.  ♦ 

2607.  Heard,  John  W. 

Case  No.   260O    (714293).     Las  Guaslmas,   Cuba,   June  24,   1898.     Rescue    of 

wounded. 

Gen.  Joe  Wheeler,  April  8,  1899,  joins  in  recommendations  of  Gen.  Wood,  CoL 
Theodore  Roosevelt,  Gen.  Young  in  request  for  medal  of  honor  for  2600. 

Referred  to  board  of  officers,  and,  July  15,  1903,  award  of  medal  was  not 
recommended. 

August  18,  1903,  Secretary  of  War  concurs  in  conclusion  of  the  medal  of 
honor  board. 

November  3,  1905,  Geri.  Wood  writes  Military  Secretary  recommending  2600 
for  medal  of  honor. 

December  18,  1905,  by  direction  of  the  President,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War 
Oliver  advises  2600  of  his  award :  "  In  addition  to  perfonnlng  gallantly  the 
duties  pertaining  to  his  position,  voluntarily  and  unaided  carrlefl  several 
severely  wounded  men  from  the  firing  line  to  a  secure  position  in  the  rear, 
in  each  instance  being  subjecte<l  to  a  very  severe  fire  and  great  exi)osure  and 
danger." 

One  medal  Issued  January  10,  1906. 

2600.  Church,  James  Robb. 

Case  No.  1703  (383392).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  5,  1864.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

February  21,  1894,  Gen.  Peck,  adjutant  general  of  Vermont,  applies  for  1703. 

Gen.  Hazard  Stevens,  February  17,  1894,  recommends. 

Affidavit  of  two  eyewitnesses,  April  2,  1894,  Joseph  Watson ;  and  Peter  Ter- 
rell, March  15,  1894. 

Record  of  court-martial  case  of  1703. 

April  17,  1894,  Assistant  Secretary  awarded  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  April  25,  1894,  for  conspicuous  gallantry  at  the  Battle  of 
Cold  Harbor,  June  5,  1864,  for  removing,  under  a  hot  fire,  a  wounded  member 
of  his  command  from  an  exposed  position  to  a  place  of  safety. 

One  medal  issued  April  25,  1894. 

1703.  Beattle,  Alexander  M. 

Case  No.   1177    (456808).     Antietam,   Md.,   September   17,   1862.     Rescue   of 

wounded  comrade. 

W.  T.  Broadhead,  August  7,  1896,  Incloses  affidavits  from  E.  J.  Gorgas.  first 
lieutenant  CJompany  A,  Ninetieth  Pennsylvania,  dated  August  3,  1896,  and  John 
Stulen,  August  10,  1896. 

Adjutant  General's  reconl  of  August  20,  1896,  states  regiment  was  In  action 
at  Antietam,  but  no  mention  of  personal  conduct  of  1177. 

October  26,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  President,  awards 
medal  honor  to  1177  for  distinguished  gallantry  Battle  Antietam,  Md.,  Septem- 
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ber  17,  1862,  after  his  command  had  fallen  back  remained  alone  on  the  line  of 
battle  caring  for  his  wounded  comrades  and  carrying  one  of  them  to  a  place 
of  safety. 

One  medal  issued  October  80,  1896. 

1177.  Beyer,  Hillary. 

Case  No.  2616  (192641).     Santiago,  Cuba,  July  1,  1898.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

One  certificate,  January  12, 1899,  company  commander,  Lieut.  H.  T.  Ferguson, 
inclosed;  recommended  by  Col.  A.  T.  Smith  in  indorsement,  January  17,  1899. 

Two  affidavits  eyewitnesses,  January  14,  1899. 

Brevet  Board,  General  Order  255,  recommends. 

Secretary  of  War,  April  19,  1899,  approves  proceedings  and  recommendations 
of  board. 

One  medal  issued  June  22,  1899,  for  distinguished  bravery  in  battle  at 
Santiago,  July  1,  1898,  in  rescuing  from  in  front  of  the  lines,  under  heavy 
Are  of  the  enemy,  the  wounded,  while  serving  as  corporal,  Company  A,  Thir- 
^  teenth  Infantry. 

2616.  Quinn,  Alexander  M. 

Case  No.  1705  (7464-D-87).    Cold  Harbor,  Va.,  June  3,  1864.    Rescue  wounded 

officer. 

Application  Charles  H.  Foss,  late  captain  Company  F,  Fifth  Massachusetts, 
recommends  medal  honor,  August  29,  1887,  for  1705 ;  also  in  letter  to  Secretary 
of  War. 

Application  indorsed  by  affidavit,  August  19,  1887,  by  Capt  Drennan. 

Affidavit  C.  S.  Aldrich.  March  5,  1888. 

August  23,  1887,  Col.  Pickett,  Twenty-fifth  Massachusetts  Infantry,  recom- 
mends 1705  specifically. 

W.  E.  Battles,  eyewitness,  gives  affidavit,  February  17,  1888. 

September  26,  1887,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  decides  adversely. 

Additional  papers  received  November  4,  1887,  submitted  by  Gen.  Sheridan 
April  27,  1888,  to  Secretary  of  War,  recommending  award. 

April  30,  1888,  Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  for  "  rescue  of  lieutenant, 
who  was  lying  between  the  lines  mortally  wounded;  this  under  a  heavy  fire 
of  the  enemy." 

One  medal  issued  May  10,  1888. 

1705.  Boss,  Orlando. 

Case  No.   1704    (464008).     Ivy   Farm,  Miss.,   February  22,   1864.     Rescue  of 

officer. 

1704  makes  application  March  26,  1897. 

Affidavit  Capt  Hansen,  March  12, 1897. 

June  16,  1897,  Maj.  George  W.  Davis  concludes  that  the  claim  is  supported, 
although  testimony  is  meager. 

June  28,  1897,  Secretary  of  War  Alger,  by  direction  of  President,  awards 
medal  to  1704  for  "voluntarily  risking  life  by  taking  horse  under  heavy  fire 
beyond  line  battle  for  rescue  of  his  captain,  whose  horse  had  been  killed  in 
a  charge,  and  who  was  surrounded  by  the  enemy's  skirmishers." 

One  medal  issued  July  8,  1897. 

1704.  Bieger,  Charles. 

Oases  Nos.  1863  and  1420   (325121).     1863,  distinguished  bravery  at  Peters- 
burg, Va.,  June  18,  1864.     1420,  distinguished  bravery  at  Gettysburg,  July 

1,  1863. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  March  31,  1892,  survivors  Eighty-eighth  Regiment  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers  recommended  both  for  medals  honor;  signed  by  18  mem- 
bers. 

Letter  1420,  April  4,  1892. 

Adjutant  General's  record  dated  April  13,  1892. 

Gen.  Schofield,  April  15,  1892,  recommends  medals  for  1863  and  1420. 

Two  medals  issued  April  30,  1892. 

1863.  Clark,  James  G. 

1420.  Gilligan,  Edward  L. 
Onse  No.  1708  (3232.34).    Wildorness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.  Rescued  wounded  officer. 

ronprossninn  Bentley  March  31,  1892.  applies  for  medal  for  1708. 

Spfond  Lieut.  Oinner,  Company  H,  Ninety-seventh  New  York,  July  25,  1896, 
eyewitness,  gives  affidavit. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


446  GENERAL  STAFF  CORPS  AND  MEDALS  OF  HONOR. 

August  15, 1896  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Doe,  by  direction  of  President,  presents 
medal  for  *'  risk  of  own  life,  went  back  while  rebels  were  still  firing,  and,  find- 
ing Col.  Wheelock  unable  to  move,  alone  and  unaided  partially  carried  and 
dragged  him  off  the  field  of  battle,  procured  anihulance.  and  took  hlra  to  the 
field  hospital." 

One  medal  issued  August  24,  1886. 

1708.    Burk,  Thomas. 

Case  No.   1706    (377652).  Petersburg,  Va.,  June  17,   1864,  and   Spottsylvanla, 

^lay  18,  1864.    Rescue  of  wounded  comrade. 

Request  of  Congressman  Hendricks  for  medal  of  honor  for  1706,  for  w^scue  of 
wounded  (H)mrade  at  Spottsylvanla.  May  18,  1864,  and  Petersburg,  Va.,  June 
17,  1864:       . 

Col.  I^cey,  One  hundrcnl  and  sixty-fourth  New  York,  recommended  menial. 

Jeremiah  (*ostel|o,  eyewitness,  testimony  of,  corroborated  by  Nicholas  Dugan, 
corporal  of  same  company. 

Testimonials  and  certificates  dated  July  23,  1865,  signed  by  11  oflloers.of  the 
regiment. 

Additional  evidence  fumi.shed  by  applicant;  second  by  Cupt  B.  O'Rlley; 
third  by  James  (^)stello. 

December  8,  1893,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Grant  returned  pai>ers  for  spe- 
cific data  in  regard  to  June  3,  1864. 

Jeremiah  Costello  explains  his  affidavit  more  specifically  December  15,  1893. 
Capt.  O'Reilly  does  the  same  December  15,  1893. 

Secretary  War,  January  18,  1804,  awards  medal  of  honor  for  **  conspicuous 
gallantry  at  the  battle  of  Petersburg,  Va.,  June  17,  1864." 

One  medal  iasued  January  18,  1894. 

1706.  Brosnan,  John. 

Case  No.  1630  (508038).  Atlanta,  Ga.,  July  28,  1864.    Captured  fiag  of  Thirtieth 
Louisiona  Infantry. 

Application,  November  11,  1864,  by  Gov.  Brough,  of  Ohio,  for  medal  for  1630. 
Secretarj'  of  War  awards  medal  to  1630,  November  26,  1864. 
One  medal  issued  December  2,  1864. 
1630.  Davis,  Harry. 

Case  No.  1617  (499522).    Luray,  Va.,  September  24,  1864.    Capture  of  fing. 
Pencil  notation,  dated  October  14,  1864,  on  each  envelope. 
Secretary  of  War,  October  14.  1864.  directs  award  medals  for  1617  and  1(J42. 
Two  medals  Issued :  1617,  October  19,  1864;  1642,  October  14,  1864. 
1617.  Baybutt,  Philip  B. 
1642.  Hanford,  Edward  R.  (1168  H  1864). 

Case  No.  1634  (500278).    Spottsylvanla,  Va.,  May  12, 1864.    Captured  flag  Second 

Louisiana  Tigers  In  hand-to-hand  contest 

Adjutant  General's  record  shows  1634  captured  rebel  flag  May  12,  1864,  at 
Spottsylvanla,  Va. 

1634  applies  for  metlal  in  letter  dftted  M^roh  IJJ.  1878u 

Secretary  of  War  approves  medal  March  30,  1878. 

One  medal  Issued  April  2,  1878. 

1634.  Fasnacht,  Charles  H. 

Case  No.  1981  (4995521).    Mount  Pleasant,  Ala,,  April  H,  1865,    Captured  fl^g 
(battle)  First  Louisiana  Cavalry. 

Affidavit  applicant  dated  May  29,  1867, 

Gen.  I^ucas  Ip  report  dated  1866  states  ^  fiag  wus  captured  but  does  not  name 
captor. 
One  medal  Issued  July  9,  1867. 
1981.  Doerle,  August. 

Case  No.  2889  (4968).    Near  Fort  Hartraff,  Nebr.,  April  28,  1876.    Gallantry  in 
charge  on  hostile  Slonx. 

Recommendation  by  Capt.  Coppinger,  Twenty-third  Infantry,  August  10, 1876. 
Recommended  In  Gen.  Crook's  order  19,  May  6,  1876. 

Approved  and  recommended  In  Indorsement  by  Gen.  Sheridan  August  21, 1876. 
Gen.  Shermap  approves  appllcatioa  August  26, 1876, 
Towni^end  writes  letter  to  chief  clerl?  War  Department  August  28, 1876, 
Two  niedals  Issued  August  26, 1876. 
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2339.  Leonard.  Patrick  (4953). 
2345.  Lytton,  Jeptha  L. 

Case  No.  1252  (4713<S5).  South  ^fountain,  Md..  September  14,  1862.  Dlatln- 
ffuished  gallantry  in  action :  ordered  l>v  act  of  Secretary  of  War  October  21, 
1893. 

Application  H.  L.  Crawford  Auioist  28,  1893,  for  1252.     Cites  extracts  re- 
ports of  Gen.  Doubleday ;  Gen.  Hooker  reports  of  engagement. 
One  medal  issued  October  28,  1893. 
1252.  Hatch,  John  P.  (471385),  brigadier  general.  United  States  Volunteers. 

Case  Nc.  1250  (52?045>.    Fair  Oaks,  Va.,  June  1,  186?.    J.ed  command  across 

stream  and  contributed  ofTectiveiy  to  success  of  action ;  thfs  after  all  company 

officers  had  been  killed  or  disabled. 

Congress  E.  C.  Burleigh  inrloses  C^l.  Staples's  (Third  Maine  Regiment)  two 
recommendations,  dated  June  8,  1898,  and  November  22. 1898. 

Gen.  O.  O.  Howard's  recommendation,  October  31,  1898. 

November  28,  1898,  awarded  by  direction  of  President,  Melklejohn,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War. 

One  medal  issued  r>i»ct»mber  8,  1898. 

1250.  Haskell,  Frank  \V. 

Case  No.  2526  (388092^1902).    San  Miffuel  de  Mayumo,  Lubod,  P.  1.,  May  13, 1899. 

Distinguished  gallantry  in  action. 

Philippine  board.  Special  Order  133,  September  8.  1960,  recommends  for  most 
distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  San  Miguel  de  Mayumo,  Luzon,  P.  I.,  May  13, 
1899,  charging  with  12  men  and  routing  300. 

Aiteil  upc»n  and  reconmiended  by  brv?vet  board,  of  which  Gep.  Young  was  presi- 
dent. 

Proceedings  and  recommendations  of  the  board  approved  by  Acting  Secretary 
of  War  July  1,  1902. 

Six  menials  Issued  July  15, 1902,  and  other  dates  as  below : 

2526.  Blrkhlmer,  AVllUain  B.  (388092-^),  July  15, 1902. 

2520.  Anders,  Frank  L.  (781362),  March  3,  1906. 

2534.  Downs,  Willis  H.  (276731),  February  16.  1906. 

2549.  Jensen,  Gotfred  (270298),  June  6.  1906. 

25.'>7.  Lyon,  Edward  C.  (276645),  January  24,  1906. 

2569.  Quinn,  Peter  H.  (269184),  June  6,  1906. 

Case  No.  2278  (^08).  Powder  River,  Mont.,  March  17, 1876.  Gallantry  In  action, 
ratter.  May  29, 1877,  Camp  Sherfdan,  Nebr.,  Second  Lieut.  Predertck  Schwatka. 
in  light  with  hostile  Sioux  and  Crazy  Horse  fight,  1876.  to  the  surrender  of  the 
chief  at  Ited  Cloud  Agency  In  May  of  that  year.  Specifically  mentions  the  men 
listed  below  for  medals  of  honor. 

Forwarded  by  MfiJ.  A.  W.  Evans,  Jupe  2, 187T,  approved, 
Capt.  Anson  M\l\^  repeats  recoinmendatlon  he  intended  to  make. 
Forwarded  by  Lieut.  Gen.  Sheridan  October  9, 1877,  approved. 
Adjutant  General,  October  16,  1877,  writes  chief  clerk  War  Department,  di- 
recting issue  of  medals  to  the  ttve  ni^med. 
Five  medals  Issued  October  16,  1877. 

2278.  Glftvlnski,  Albert  (6808).  2438;  Smith,  Rol)ert 

23S2.  Murphy.  Jeremiah.  ?439.  Snow,  Elmer  A. 

2333.  Klrkwood,  John  A. 

Case  No.  1627  (499519).    PUhers  Hill,  Va.,  September  22,  1864.    Gallantry  in 

capturing  rebel  battle  flags. 

October  6,  1864,  receipt  Brig.  Gen.  Townsend  medals  awarded  those  named 
on  list. 

October  4,  1864,  Townsend,  by  direction  Secretary  of  War,  directs  John 
Potts  to  award  medals  to  those  cited  in  list. 

Three  medals  issued  October  6,  1864, 

1627.  C^onnors,  James  (499519). 

1628.  Creed,  John  (474347). 
1673.  Moore,  George  G.  (499519). 

Case  No.  2267  (1959).  Whetstone  Mountains,  Ariz.,  May  5,  1^71,  Indians, 
Gallantry  in  action. 
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August  26,  1871,  indorsement  Alexander  Moore  recommends  medals  for  the 
five  named  for  bravery  and  good  conduct  In  engagement  with  Apaches,  F  Troop, 
Third  Cavalry. 

Approved  by  George  Crook,  late  colonel  Twenty-third  Infantry,  October  6, 
1871. 

Approved  by  Gen.  Schofield  October  23,  1871. 

Sergt.  John  Mott,  Troop  F,  Third  Cavalry,  reports  engagement  In  report 
dated  May  20,  1871. 

November  3,  1871,  Townsend  Indorses  that  medals  will  be  given. 

Five  meclals  Issued  November  13,  1871. 
2267.  Flchter,  Herman  (ld59).  2370.  MiUer,  DanieL 

2493.  Yount,  John  P.  2831.  Kllmartin,  John. 

2378.  Mott.  John, 

Case  No.  2473   (2226).    Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Gallantry  In  action. 

Capt.  Alan  Capron,  First  Artillery,  January  2,  1891,  recommends  2473  and 
2300  for  medal  of  honor. 

Forsythe,  colonel  Seventh  Cavalry,  in  indorsement,  January  3, 1891,  approves. 

Gen.  John  A.  Brooke,  February  11,  1891,  approves. 

Recommended  by  Gen.  Miles,  February  13,  1891. 

Approved  as  recommended,  March  21, 1891,  by  Secretary  of  War. 

Two  medals  Issued  March  24,  1891. 

2473.  Weinert,  Paul  H.     (2226). 

2300.  Hartzog,  Joshua  B. 

Case  No.  1707  (464275).  Ashepoo  River,  S.  C,  May  24.  1864.  Conspicuous  gal- 
la  ntfy  in  action  on  Ashepoo  River,  S.  C,  May  24,  1864;  this  officer  gallantly 
commanded  a  boat  crew  which  went  to  the  rescue  of  a  large  number  of  Union 
soldiers  on  board  the  stranded  steamer  Boston;  with  great  gallantry  suc- 
ceeded in  conveying  them  to  shore,  being  exposed  during  the  entire  time  to 
a  heavy  fire  from  a  rebel  battery. 

December  14,  1896,  Col.  Marple,  Thirty-fourth  United  States  (>)lored  Infan- 
try, Incloses  his  affidavit,  dated  October  29,  1896. 
Affidavit  1714  and  1716,  June  15,  1895. 
Affidavit  late  diaplain  Thirty-fourth  United  States  (Colored  Troops;  H.  H. 

Moore,  August  24,  1895. 
Affidavit  of  1738,  December  17,  1896 ;  affidavit  1713,  December  19,  1896. 
Official  records  show  that  these  men  belonged  to  the  organization. 
Report  Llout  Col.  Twiggs,  May  27,  1864;  gives  account  of  firing  on  the 

stranded  steamer  Boston, 
Nothing  In  the  records  to  show  that  the  men  were  not  present  with  their 

company  from  May  20  to  26,  1864. 
Five  medals  issued  January  21,  1897. 

1707.  Brush,  George  W.  1738.  Scanlon,  Patrick  (465700). 

1714.  Duffey,  John  (465715).  1713.  Downey,  WUliam  (465698). 

1716.  Gifford,  David  L.  (465738). 

Case  No.  2266  (14766A).    Red  Creek,  Ariz.,  September  23,  1869.    Indians;  gal- 

lantr>'  in  action. 

Report  Thomas  \V.  Gibson,  first  lieutenant,  Eighth  Cavalry,  commanding  D 
Troop,  makes  special  mention  of  2297,  2266,  and  2465,  of  Troop  D,  Eighth 
Cavalry. 

Frank  Wheaton.  Twenty-first  Infantry,  September  28,  1869,  commends  Lieut 
Gibson  and  his  gallant  men  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  department 
commander. 

October  26,  1869.  E.  O.  C.  Ord  recommends  brevet  for  Lieut.  Gibson  and 
medals  for  enlisted  men  named. 

November  19, 1809,  Townsend  states  there  are  no  certificates ;  give  them  medals 
of  honor. 

Three  medals  Issued  November  23,  1869. 

2266.  Ferrari,  George. 

2297.  Harris.  Charles  D. 

2465.  Walker,  John. 

Case  No.  2289   (147G0A).     Milk  River,  Colo.,  Ute  Indians,  September  29  to 
October  5,  1879.    Gallantry  in  action. 
October  6,  1879.  Capt.  Payne  recommends  list  of  four. 
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Indorsement  Wesley  IVferritt  November  16.  1879,  approves  recommendations. 

George  Crook,  brlgacHer  general,  November  24,  1879,  forwards  approval. 

George  A.  Forsythe,  November  28,  1879,  approves. 

Gen.  Sherman,  January  15.  1880,  recommends  to  Secretary  of  War  sergeants 
2289,  2399,  2374.  and  24<)8. 

Approved  by  Secretary  of  War  Jan  nary  27,  1880. 
^    Pour  meflnls  issued  January  27,  1880. 

2289.  Grimes,  Edward  P. 

2399.  Poppe,  John  A. 

2374.  MoquLn,  George. 

2408.  Roach,  Hampton  M. 

Case  No.  1683  (513779).    Winchester,  Vn.,  September  19,  1864.    Capture  of  flags. 

Papers  as  basis  of  award  of  medal  not  furnished ;  lost. 

Letter  of  Adjutant  General,  September  23,  1864,  to  chief  clerk  War  Depart- 
ment directing  him  to  pi-epare  medals. 

Awarded  by  Secretary  of  War. 

Receipt  of  medals  by  list  cited,. dated  September  27,  1864. 

Seven  medals  issued  September  27,  1864. 

1683.  Reynolds.  George. 

1618.  Bowen,  Chester  B. 

1623.  Cole,  Gabriel. 

1614.  McEnroe,  Patrick. 

1635.  Fox,  Henry  M. 

1659.  Lorish,  Andrew  J. 

1670.  Meach,  George  E. 

Note:  lU'belllon  Records,  volume  43,  page  551,  gives  list  of  awards  as  follows: 

1683.  Capture  of  Virginia  State  flag  at  Winchester,  Va.,  September  19. 

1018.  Capture  of  flag  at  Winchester,  Va. 

1623.  Capture  of  flag  at  Winchester,  Va. 

1614.  Capture  of  colors.  Thirty-sixth  Virginia,  at  Winchester,  Va. 

1035.  Capture  of  flag  at  Winchester,  Va. 

1659.  Capture  of  (Confederate  national  flag  at  Winche.«?ter,  Va. 

1670.  Capture  of  flag  at  Winchester,  Va. 

List  also  mentioned  in  Series  III,  volume  4,  page  814. 

Thomas  C.  Devin,  brevet  brigadier  general,  reports  October  23,  1864,  volume 
43,  Rebellion  Records,  page  483,  **  where  all  behaved  so  gallantly  it  Is  impossible 
to  discriminate." 

Case  No.  2150  (2221259).  Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  15,  1865.     Voluntarily 

advancing  at  head  of  column  cutting  down  palisading. 

October  19,  1914,  2150  applies  for  medal. 

Record,  Adjutant  General's  Office,  October  26,  1914,  bestows  medal  of  honor 
also  upon  2159,  Company  I,  One  hundred  and  forty-second  New  York  Infantry, 
and  2152,  Company  G,  one  hundred  and  forty-second  New  York  Infantry. 

.January  16,  1865,  Brig.  Gen.  Ames  recommends  medals  for  names  cited. 

Three  medals  issuefl  December  28,  1914. 

2150.  Anderson,  Bruce. 

2152.  Chapin,  Alaric  B. 

2159.  Merrill,  George. 

Case  No.  2625  (350201).    Fredericksburg,  Va.,  December  13,  1862.    Voluntarily 

seized  the  colors  after  several  color  bearers  had  been  shot  down  and  led  the 

regiment  in  the  charge. 

MaJ.  E.  F.  Wetmore,  Twenty-sixth  Volunteer  Infantry,  makes  application 
for  medal  November  14,  1892,  for  2625. 

F^ederick^  burg.  Va..  December  13,  1862,  several  color  bearers  were  shot 
down,  and  No.  2625  picketl  up  flag  and  carried  it. 

November  22,  1892,  Gen.  Schotteld  recommends  medal  be  awarded  to  appli- 
cant for  distinguished  bravery  at  Battle  of  Fredericksburg,  December  13,  1862. 

Acting  Secretary  War  directs  award  of  medal. 

One  me<lal  issued  December  2.  1892. 

2625.  Keene,  Joseph. 

Ca^e  No.  1160.  Colors.  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863  (295524).  Carried  col- 
ors in  advance  of  his  regiment  and  was  shot  down  while  attempting  to  plant 
them  on  enemy's  work.*;. 

128747— S.  Doc.  58,  66-1 29 
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I>etter  E.  T.  Lanj^ley  to  SecTt  tary  of  War  requesting  metlal  of  honor  for  1160. 
Asst.  Adjt.  Gen.  \incent  on  August  26»  1891,  tinds  no  si^ecUlc  act  of  braver>\ 
Returned  informally  Septenil)er  3.  1891,  lie  linds  speoitie  bi*avery  and  recoui- 
nieuds  he  be  ^antefi  medal  of  honor. 

Affidavit  (►f  W.  !>.  Thayer,  Au?ju.st  11,  1891. 

Affidavit  ot  Alonzo  Aheruathy.  colon<»l  Eleventli  Iowa,  August  11,  1891. 

Ainsworth.  Adjutant  (Jeneral,  submits  official  record  Augut  2.\  1891. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  issue  of  medal. 

One  medal  issued  September  12,  1891. 

1160.  Elson,  James  M. 

Case  No.   2175    (283311).     Fort  Fisher,   N.   C,  January   15,   1865.     Gallantly 

led  assault,  etc. 

Congressman  Brosius  in  letter  May  18,  1891,  recommend  >  2175  for  medal  of 
honor. 

Extract  dated  January  25,  18G5,  of  Maj.  Gen.  Terry *s  rejmrt  mentions  2175 
as  carrying  a  standard  and  being  fii*st  man  in  charge  over  traverse. 

Brig.  Gen.  Ames  report,  1865,  mentions  2175  having  been  seriously  wounded 
while  planting  his  colors  on  the  Third  traverse. 

August  6,  1891,  Gen.  Schotield  recommends  medal  for  bravery  in  battle  of 
Fort  Fisher,  N.  C,  January  15,  1865. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  directs  award  raetlal  August  8,  18^1, 

One  medal  issued  August  17,  1891. 

2175.  Pennypacker,  Galusha. 

Case  No.  2464  (A.  G.  O.  1713-72).    Loupe  Fork,  Platte  River,  Nebr.,  April  26, 

1872. 

Report  April  28,  1872,  Col.  J.  J.  Reynolds,  Third  Cavalry,  recommends  for 
gallantry  In  affair  of  April  26, 1872,  with  hostile  Sioux. 

April  30,  1872,  approved  by  Gen.  Ruggles  for  Gen.  Ord. 

May  4,  1872,  approved  by  Gen.  Sheridjin. 

May  14, 1872,  Secretary  of  War  awards  four  medals  as  recommended. 

Four  medals  issued  May  22, 1872. 

2464.  Yokes,  L.  A.  2449.  Strayer,  W.  H. 

2268.  Foley,  J.  H.  976.  Cody,  W.  H. 

Case  No.  1167   (A.  G.  O.  145630).     South  Mountain,  Md.,  September  14,  1862. 

Capture  of  flag. 

Lieut.  Col.  J.  J  Seaver,  In  report  September  14,  1862,  mentions  1167,  who 
secured  the  Sixteenth  Georgia  colors  and  made  color  bearer  prisoner 

September  4,  1890,  medal  recommended  by  Gen.  Schofield. 

September  4,  1890,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  directs  medal  award. 

One  medal  issued  September  11,  1890. 

1167.  Allen,  James. 

Case  No.  1615  (514487).    Spottsylvania,  Va.,  May  12,  1864.    Capture  of  flag. 

Report  dated  December  16,  1864,  Capt.  J.  F.  Weaver,  One  hundred  and  forty- 
eighth  Pennsylvania  Infantry,  commanding  regiment,  recommends  1615  for 
medal,  for  capture  of  Eighth  North  Carolina  regimental  colors,  and  being 
one  of  foremost  in  assault. 

Approved  by  Col.  W.  W^  Mintzer  and  Brig.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  December 
21,  1864. 

Approved  and  earnestly  recommended  December  22,  1864,  by  Gen.  A.  A, 
Humphreys. 

Recommended  by  Gen.  George  C.  Meade,  December  24,  1864. 

One  medal  issued  January  31,  1865. 

1615.  Ammerman,  Robert  W. 

Case  No.  1212   (A.  G.  O.  ^1051-91).     Shepardstown  Ford,  Va.,  September  26, 

1862.     Conspicuous  gallantry  in   action.     Returned  in  face  of  enemy   and 

spiked  gun. 

Recommended  by  company  commander  W.  F.  Drum,  first  lieutenant.  Second 
Infantry,  September  25, 1862. 

Battalion  Commander  J.  S.  Poland  notes  report  of  gallant  conduct  by  com- 
pany commander  in  Indorsement. 

December  8,  1891,  1212  applies  to  Adjutant  General  for  medal  of  honor. 

December  26,  1891,  Col.  Polond,  Seventeenth  Infantry,  alludes  to  report  of 
Col.  Drum  made  in  1862. 

April  9, 1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  medal  be  awarded. 
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April  11,  1892,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Grant  awards  meclal  of  honor  for 
distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  Shepardstown  Ford,  Va.,  April,  1862. 
Medal  issued  ApHl  21,  1892. 
1212.  Burke,  Daniel  W. 

Case  No.  1331    (A.  il.  O.  490()4G).     Procuring  anuinmition  under  fire.     Shiloh, 

Tenn.,  April  G,  18(J3. 

Api>lication  of  1381,  August  12,  1897. 

Record  furnished  l)y  Alnsworth.  September  13, 1897. 

Affidavit  of  John  U.  Wallver,  late  colonel  Twenty-eighth  Illinois,  August  31, 
3897. 

Secretary  of  War,  September  22,  1897,  directed  if-sue  of  medal  to  1331;  gal- 
lantry at  Shiloh,  Tenn. 

Notification  of  award  to  131^1  by  Alger.  SecTetary  of  War. 

Me<ial  issued  September  28,  1897. 

1331.  Williams.  Elwood  N.,  **for  moat  disting\ilshed  gallantry  in  action.  ♦  ♦  * 
At  Shiloh,  April  6,  1862,  this  .soldier,  then  a  private,  Company  A,  Twenty-eighth 
Illinois  Volunteers,  responding  to  a  call  for  volunteers  to  go  forward  between 
the  lines  for  the  punwwe  of  recovering  a  box  of  ammunition  that  had  been  aban- 
doned when  the  regiment  fell  back,  went  forward  with  one  companion  under  a 
constant  and  heavy  flie  from  both  armies,  recovered  the  box,  and  delivered  it 
within  the  regimental  line,  the  companion  of  Williams  l>eing  mortally  wounded 
in  the  service." 

Case  No.  1235   (A.  G.  O.  248882).     Procuring  ammujiition  under  fire.     Stone 

liiver,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862. 

1235  makes  application  August  27,  1890;  submits  copies  of  letters  of  Gen. 
Sheridan  and  Col.  Mendenhail  highly  commendatory  of  his  service. 

Alnsworth  suggests  same  be  referred  to  major  general  commanding  Army  for 
his  recommendation. 

Referred  by  Secretary  of  War  to  major  general  commanding  Army,  Septem- 
ber 8,  1890. 

Schofleld,  commanding,  September  10,  1890,  states  that  in  his  judgment  the 
letter  of  Gen.  Sheridan  may  be  accepted  as  evidence  of  such  distinguished 
bravery  in  action  as  would  justify  the  award  ot  medal,  and  i  ^'commends  same. 

Secretary  of  War  awards  medal  September  11,  1890. 

Me<lal  issued  September  19,  1890. 

1235.  Follett,  Joseph  L.  Gen.  Sheridan's  reconmiendation  is  basis  for  follow- 
ing :  '*  Such  distinguished  bravery  in  action  as  would  justlfj-  the  awarding  of 
a  medal  of  honor." 

Case  No.  1509  (A.  G.  O.  442195).     Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.     Chicka- 

mauga,  Ga.,  Septembei*  20,  1863. 

Application  of  1509  February  12,  1896,  to  President  of  United  States. 

Thomas  Morgan,  lieutenant  colonel,  commanding  Seventy-fourth  Regiment 
Indiana  Volunteers,  September  22,  1864,  recommends  specifically  1509. 

Alnsworth  submits  record  February  27,  1896. 

Secretary  of  War,  March  3,  1896,  directs  issue  for  distinguished  gallantry  in 
action,  Battle  of  Chickamauga. 

Medal  issued  Maich  11,  1896. 

1509.  Chamberlain,  OrvlUe  T.,  **  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at 
the  Battle  of  Chickamauga,  Ga..  September  20,  186»;  this  officer  (then  a  lieu- 
tenant in  command  of  his  company),  while  exposed  to  a  galling  fire,  going  in 
search  of  another  regiment,  finding  Its  location,  procuring  amnmnition  from 
the  men  thereof,  and  returning  with  such  ammunition  to  his  own  company." 

Case  No.  1545  (A.  G.  O.  429031).     Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.     Chicka- 
mauga, Ga.,  September  20,  1863. 
A.  Milnes,  M.  C,  submits  affidavits  of  Melain  Mudge,  August  3,  1895;  Lieut. 

Col.  J.  S.  Rayner,  June  14,  1895;  H.  Miller,  May  15,  1895;  and  W.  R.  Shepard, 

August  20,  1895,  late  privates,  Eleventh  Michigan  Volunteers. 

Col.  William  I^.  Strmghton,  September  27,  1863,  subnnts  report  of  procuring 

of  ammunition  but  does  not  specifically  mention  any  individual  case. 
Record  furnished  by  chief  of  division. 
Secretary  of  War,  October  18,  1895,  by  direction  of  the  President,  orders 

issue. 

Medal  issued  October  21,  1895. 
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1545.  Whltnoy,  William  G.,  "for  most  distinguished  gallantry  In  action  at 
Chickamauga,  Oa.,  September  20,  1863.  Tliis  officer,  ijt  a  time  when  the  enemy 
were  about  to  make  a  chai^o,  went  outside  the  Union  temporary  works,  and 
among  the  wounded  and  dend  enemy  outside,  and  at  great  exposure  to  himself 
cut  off  and  removed  the  cartridge  boxes  from  the  enemy  and  brought  the  same 
within  the  Union  lines  for  use,  and  which  cartridges  so  procured  were  used  with 
good  effect  in  again  repulsing  the  enemy." 

Case  No.  1466  (A.  G.  O.  447154).     Procuring  ai^imunitlon  under  flre.    Chancel- 
lorsville,  Va.,  May  3.  1863. 

L.  S.  Wisner,  late  captain  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  New 
York,  forwards  petition  of  surviving  officers  March  20,  1896. 

Statements  of  Capt.  Wisner  and  Capt.  Robertson  and  Lieuts.  Hotchkiss  and 
Hart,  March  20,  1896,  to  the  effect  that  they  were  eyewitnesses  of  the  act  of 
gallantry  performed  by  1466. 

Affidavit  of  Hays,  lieutenant.  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth,  March  18.  1896. 

Affidavit  of  Robertson,  late  captain,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth,  March 
31,  1896. 

Letter  J.  H.  H.  Ward,  late  commanding  Second  Brigade,  First  Division,  Third 
Corps,  to  Secretary  of  War,  April  6,  1896. 

Secretary  of  War,  May  27,  1896,  directs  issue. 

Medal  Issued  June  10*  1896. 

1466.  Bradley,  Thomas  W.,  "for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at 
Chancellorsville,  Va.,  May  3,  1863.  This  noncommissioned  officer  (then  a  cor- 
poral of  Company  H)  voluhteered.  In  response  to  a  call,  and  alone,  in  the  face 
of  a  heavy  flre  of  musketry  and  canister,  went  and  procured  ammunition  for  the 
use  of  his  comrades." 

Case  No.  1497  (A.  G.  O.  441029).     Procuring  ammunition  under  flre.     Gettys- 
burg, Pa.,  July  3,  1863. 

Hon.  Henry  C.  Brewster,  M.  C,  February  11,  1896,  applies  for  medal  for  1497. 

Letter  of  brother  of  1497,  February,  1896,  to  Congressman  Brewster. 

Letter  of  Ostrander  to  brother  1497,  August  25,  1895. 

Letter  of  HIscutt,  September  4,  1895,  to  1497. 

Letter  of  Woodhull,  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  eighth  New  York,  Decem- 
ber 23,  1895. 

Letter  of  Elwood,  November  19,  1895. 

Letter  of  Wells,  November  14,  1895 ;  all  testifying  as  to  specific  act. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  award  March  4.  1896. 

Medal  issued  June  10,  1896. 

1497.  Raymond,  William  H.,  "  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  In  action  at 
Gettysburg,  Pa.,  July  3,  1863.     This  noncommissioned  officer  voluntarily  and 
under  a  severe  fire  brought  a  box  of  ammunition  to  his  comrades  on  the  skirmish 
line." 
Case  No.  1788  (A.  G.  O.  463667).     Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.    Bermuda 

Hundred,  Va.,  May  18,  1864. 

Fox  applies  under  date  December  3,  1896,  for  medal  for  1788  and  makes 
statement  under  oath  as  to  specific  act  of  1788. 

J.  J.  Still,  late  Company  C,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania,  corroborates  Fox's 
statement,  December  3,  1896. 

Letter  of  John  Wainwright,  late  colonel  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania,  No- 
vember 18,  1896,  cerUfies  as  to  character  of  Fox  and  Still,  late  of  Company  C, 
also  remembers  the  act  referred  to. 

Affidavit  of  J.  Jones  Still,  Company  C,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania,  No- 
vember 13,  1896. 

Affidavit  of  Fox,  Company  G,  Ninety-seventh  Pennsylvania.  October  31,  1896. 

Nothing  official  in  any  record. 

Ainsworth  submits  to  Secretary  of  War  December  10,  1896. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  award. 

Medal  Issued  December  17,  1896. 

1788.  Engle,  James  E.,  "  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  Green 
Plains  (Bermuda  Hundred),  Va.,  May  18,  1864.  This  noncommissioned  officer 
responded  to  a  call  for  volunteers  to  carry  ammunition  to  the  regiment  on  the 
picket  line,  and  under  a  heavy  fire  from  the  enemy  assisted  in  carrying  a  box 
of  ammunition  to  the  front  and  remained  to  distribute  same." 
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Case  No.  1790  (A.  G.  O.  557636).    Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.    TreviUan 

Station.  Va.,  June  12,  1864. 

Affidavit  of  Col.  A.  P.  Morrow,  United  States  Army,  late  captain  Company  C, 
Sixth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  August  9,  1899. 

Letter  of  Mulholland,  pension  agent,  to  Gen.  Miles,  August  14,  1899. 

Affidavit  of  1790,  August  9,  1899. 

Statement  of  14  enlisted  men  of  the  Sixth  Pennsylvania  Cavalry,  August 
9,  1899. 

W.  Merritt.  major  general.  United  States  Army,  concurs  in  statement  of 
1790,  August  12,  1899. 

Referred  to  Secretary  of  War  by  Ainsworth. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  of  President,  orders  award. 

Medal  issued  October  20,  1899. 

1790.  Fumess,  Frank,  "  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  TreviUan 
Station,  Ya.,  June  12,  1864.  On  this  occasion  a  detachment  occupying  an  ex- 
posed and  isolated  outpost  having  expended  its  ammunition,  Capt.  Fumess, 
carrying  a  box  of  ammunition  on  his  head,  ran  to  the  outpost  across  an  open 
space  that  was  swept  by  a  tierce  fire  from  the  enemy.  This  ammunition,  to- 
gether with  that  carried  by  another  officer  who  had  responded  to  Capt.  Fur- 
ness's  call  for  volunteers,  enabled  the  detachment  to  hold  its  position  until  night- 
fall, thus  saving  the  mahi  line  from  severe  loss." 

Case  No.  1784  (A.  G.  O.  449137).  Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.  Wilder- 
ness, Va.,  May  6,  1864. 

Letter  from  Bvt.  Maj.  Leonard,  United  States  Army,  retired,  December  30, 
1893,  recommending  specifically  1784. 

Affidavit  of  James  Anderson,  April  20,  1896. 

Affida\it  of  Levi  Southwick,  April  28,  1896. 

Letter  of  W.  B.  Hooker,  M.  O.,  to  Ainsworth,  May  26,  1896. 

Secretary  of  War,  June  17,  1896,  directs  award. 

Medal  issued  June  23.  1896. 

1784.  Brown,  Henri  LoFevre,  "  for  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  at  the 
Wilderness,  May  6,  1864.  This  noncommissioned  officer  voluntarily  and  under 
a  heavy  fire  from  ttie  enemy  three  times  crossed  the  field  of  battle  with  a  load 
of  ammunition  in  a  blanket  on  his  back,  thus  supplying  the  Federal  forces, 
whose  ammunition  had  nearly  all  been  expended,  and  enabling  them  to  hold 
their  position  until  reinforcements  arrived,  when  the  enemy  were  driven  from 
their  position." 

Case  No.  1787  (A.  G.  O.  377218).  Procuring  ammunition  under  fire.  Win- 
chester, Va.,  September  19,  1864. 

Adjutant  general  State  of  Vermont  applies  for  medal  for  1787. 

Stephen  Thomas,  lieutenant  colonel  Eighth  Vermont  Volunteer  Infantry, 
recommends,  November  9,  1893. 

Copy  of  extract  incloseil  by  Gen.  Thomas. 

Letter  of  Hawkins,  November  21,  1893. 

Letter  of  Carpenter.  November  7,  1893,  In  which  he  states  1787  Is  mentioned 
for  gallantry  in  History  of  Eighth  Vermont  Volunteers,  page  189. 

Letter  of  Howard,  late  captain,  Company  C,  Eighth  Vermont  Volunteers; 
all  testify  as  to  specific  act  of  1787;  there  Is,  however,  no  official  mention 
of  1787. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War  directs  award  December  2,  1893. 

Medal  issued  December  13,  1893. 

1787.  Downs,  Henry  W.,  "for  distinguished  gallantry  at  the  battle  of  Win- 
chester, Va.,  September  19,  1864." 

Case  No.  1724   (296635).     Newport  Barracks,  N.  C,  February  2,  1804.     Gal- 
lantry In  action. 
Letter  dated  August  20,  1891,  adjutant  Ninth  Vermont  Volunteer  No.  1724, 

recommending  1891  and  1880  lor  medals  of  honor. 

Quotes  Lieut  Col.  Valentine  (i.  Harney's,  Ninth  Vermont  Voluntetn-s.  report 

of  February  5,  1864. 

Also  report  of  Col.  B.  H,  Illpley,  dated  Newberne,  N.  C,  August  31,  1864. 
Statements  concurred   in   by   company   commander   K,   1880,   and   company 

commander  C,  1891,  Ninth  Vermont  Volunteers. 
Acting  Secretary  of  War  L.  A.  Grant,  August  29,  1891,  directs  award  three 

medals. 
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Three  medals  i.ssued  September  8,  1891. 

1724.  Livingston,  Josiah  O. 

18S().  Jewett.  Erastus  W. 

1891.  Peck,  Theodore  S. 
Case  No.  2250  (841  p.  1869).     Chiricahua  Mountains,  Ariz..  October  20.  1869. 

Gallantry  in  action. 

Gen.  Onl  forwards  report,  .fanuary  19,  1869.  giving  names  of  men  of  Com- 
pany G,  First  Cnvalr>',  and  Company  G,  Eighth  Cavalry,  whom  he  recommende<l 
for  gallantry  in  engagements  with  hostile  Indians. 

Report  of  scout  in  pursuit  of  Indians  made  by  Bvt.  Col.  R.  F.  Bernard  and 
Lieut.  W.  H.  Winter.  First  Vnlteil  StaU»s  Cavalry,  November  6,  1869. 

Forwarded  to  Secretary  of  War,  November  26,  1869,  and  returned  I>ecember 
4,  1869. 

February  4,  1870,  Secretary  of  War  directed  award  of  medals  of  honor  to 
list. 

Original  papers  forming  basis  of  aw;ird  wore  lost  some  time  in  1885  or  1886. 

Sixteen  medals  issued  Februi»ry  14,  1870. 


2256.  Dickens.  Charles  H. 
2234.  Carr.  John. 
2296.  Harding,  Mosher  A. 
2327.  Keenan,  Bartholomew  T. 
2380.  Murphy,  Edward. 
2396.  Pengally,  Edward. 
2441.  Springer,  George. 
2436.  Smith,  Thomas  J. 


2435.  Smith,  Thomas. 
2445.  Steiner,  Christian. 
2425.  Seward,  Griffin. 
2440.  Spence,  Orizoba. 
2422.  Schroeter,  Charle-s. 
2424.  Scott,  Robert  B. 
2461.  Tracy,  John. 
2474.  Weiss,  Enoch  R. 


Case  No.   2261    ( 10710  EB).     Big  Hole,  Mont.,  August  9,   1877.     Bravery    in 

action  with  Indians. 

Capt.  Charles  C.  Rawn.  July  19,  1878,  requests  information  in  regard  to 
action  taken  upon  his  report  of  four  men  recommended  for  medal  of  honor  for 
bravery  in  action,  submitted  January  10,  1878. 

Gen.  Terry,  August  6,  1878,  states  that  it  was  inadvertantly  filed. 

Second  Lieut  Woodbridge,  Seventh  Cavalry,  Septeml>er  12,  1878,  recom- 
mends individually  and  specifically  the  four  men  named. 

Individual  recommendations  approved  by  Maj.  Gen.  Gibbon,  October  5,  1878, 
and  Gen.  Sheridan,  October  8,  1878. 

Secretary  of  War  orders  award  November  11,  1878. 

Four  medals  issued  December  2,  1878. 
2261.  Edwards,  William  D.  '  2412.  Rogan,  Patrick. 

2361.  McLennon,  John.  2485.  Wilson,  Milden  H. 

Case  No.  1970  (507896).     Waynesboro,  Va.,  March  2,  18^5.    Capture  of  flags. 

Gallantry  in  capturing  rebel  flags  in  Sheridan's  raid. 

MaJ.  Gen.  Phil.   Sheridan,  March  19,  1865,  sends  17  rebel  flags  and    tlielr 
captors  to  Washington.    Requests  leaves,  pay,  etc.,  for  list 
March  21,  1865,  Secretary  of  War  to  Potts,  chief  clerk,  awards  medals. 
Sixteen  medals  issued  March  26,  1865. 

1970.  Compson,  Hartwell  B. 
2050.  Nlven,  Robert. 
2021.  Kuder,  Andrew. 
1954.  Boury,  Richard. 
2053.  O'Brien,  Peter. 
2135.  Ladd,  George. 
1997.  Coheen,  C.  A. 
2018.  Carman,  Warren. 


1973.  Crowley,  M. 
1943.  Anderson,  C.  W. 
2015.  Kelly,  D, 
1920.  Blckford,  H.  H. 
2003.  Harvey,  Harry. 
1924.  Congdon,  James. 
2042.  Miller,  John. 
1960.  Bruton,  Christopher  C. 


Case  No.  2273  (4532).    Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890.    Gal- 
lantry in  action.    For  service  in  detail  see  attached  paper. 
A  true  copy  of  original  recommendation,  January  2,  1899,  Col.  James  W. 
Forsythe,  Seventh  Cavalry,  for  brevet  as  captain. 

Letter,  March  7,  1899,  James  W.   Forsythe,  colonel.   Seventh  Cavalry,    re- 
iterates original  recommendation  and  gives  more  minute  detail  of  incident. 
Lieut.  Hawthorne  in  original  list  received  a  medal  of  honor  October  11,  1892. 
Gen.  Miles  in  indorsement  March  11,  1893,  recommends. 
Col.  Heyle,  inspector  general,  makes  report  of  investigation  to  ascertain  acts 
of  gallantry  at  Wounded  Knee. 
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As5rtstant  Secretary  of  War  Grant,  September  20,  1893,  awards  medal  to  2273 
for  disiinjruishetl  gallantry  at  Wounded  Knee  Creek. 
One  medal  Issued  September  26,  3893. 
2278.  Oarlington,  Ernest  A. 

Case  No.  2302   (37284).     Wounded  Knee  Cieek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890. 

Gallantry  in  action. 

January  1,  1891,  letter  of  Allen  Oapron,  captain  commanding,  Light  Bat- 
tery E,  submits  report  of  engagement  of  December  29,  1890,  with  hostile 
Indians  on  Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak. ;  recommends  2302  for  brevet  of  first 
lieutenant  or  captain. 

August  6,  1892,  Capt.  Capron,  First  Artillery,  recommends  2302  for  medal. 

Description  of  wound  by  Capt.  Cimrles  B.  Ewlng,  assistant  surgeon;  gives 
extract  from  paper  read  before  Association  of  Military  Surgeons. 

Indorsement  September  28,  1892,  Gen.  Schofield  recommends  award  medal 
of  honor  for  **  distinguished  conduct  in  battle  with  hostile  Indians  at  Wounded 
Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak.,  December  29,  1890." 

September  29,  1892,  Acting  Se<retary  of  War  awards  medal  for  "  distin- 
guished conduct  in  action  with  hostile  Indians  at  Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak., 
December  20,  1890,  while  serving  as  second  lieutenant,  Fourth  Artillery." 

One  medal  issued  October  11,  1802. 

2302.  Hawthorne,  Harr>'  L. 

Headquabters  Seventh  Cavalry, 

Camp  at  Pfne  Ridge,  S.  Dak., 

January  2,  1S91. 
Adjutant  General  United  States  Army, 

Washington,  D.  C, 
(Through  proper  channela) 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  First  Lieut.  E.  A.  Garlington,  Seventh 
Cavalry,  for  the  brevet  of  captain  for  the  admirable  manner  in  which  he  man- 
aged the  portion  of  his  troop  under  his  charge  and  the  fighting  qualities  dis- 
played by  him  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  during  the  battle  with  Big 
Foot's  band  of  hostile  Indians  at  the  crossing  of  Wounded  Knee  Creek,  S.  Dak., 
December  29,  1890. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

James  W.  Forsyth, 
Colonel  Seventh  Cavalry,  CoTfi^ma^iding. 
A  true  copy. 

J.  F.  Bell, 
First  Lieutenant,  Seventh  Cavalry,  Adjutant.    • 

James  W.  Forsyth,  colonel  Seventh  Cavalry,  in  letter  dated  Mar<*  7,  1893, 
reiterates  his  recommendations  in  case  of  Garlington  in  greater  detail : 

**A  line  of  sentinels  were  thrown  around  the  Indian  village,  behind  which 
ran  a  deep  ravine.  Capt.  Garlington  was  in  command  of  a  small  portion  of 
this  line,  and  in  order  to  prevent  escape  into  the  high  grass  up  this  ravine 
leading  into  the  foothills  he  ordered  his  party,  in  case  the  Indians  made  a 
break,  to  immediately  gather  behind  the  cut  banks  of  a  road  crossing  the 
ravine  and  to  hold  It  at  all  hazards. 

"As  was  anticipated,  the  Indians,  upon  the  opening  of  the  fight,  rushed  for 
the  ravine,  but  Capt  Garlington  with  his  party,  having  seized  the  road  cross- 
ing, held  it  so  well  that  not  an  Indian  escaped  in  that  direction  without 
having  to  leave  the  ravine  and  thereby  expose  himself  to  a  galling  fire  from 
other  troops.    As  a  consequence  only  a  very  few  did  escape. 

"  There  was  gathered  with  him  there  one  officer,  four  noncommissioned 
officers,  and  five  privates,  but  the  shelter  behind  the  banks  of  the  road  was  of 
such  a  character  that  only  about  four  men  at  a  time  could  avail  themselves  of 
it  and  fire,  whilst  every  time  they  fired  they  were  partially  exposed.  How- 
ever, Capt.  Garlington  promptly  took  his  place  among  the  fighting  men  and 
kneeling  in  plain  view  of  Indians  who,  not  30  yards  away,  were  pouring  a 
galling  fire  into  his  little  party,  he.  continued  the  fight  against  overwhelming 
odds  and  held  the  ravine. 

**  Of  the  11  men  composing  his  party,  3  were  killed  and  3  wounded,  but 
he  held  his  position,  emptied  a  Winchester  rifle  (private  property  with  which 
he  had  armed  himself  before  the  fight)  and  then,  taking  the  carbine  of  a 
private,  he  continued  shooting  (while  the  private  supplied  him  with  cartridges 
from  behind)  until  he  himself  was  knocked  over  by  a  bullet. 
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"  He  was  finally  led  away,  very  weak  from  loss  of  blood.  Sergt  Adam  Neder, 
Troop  A,  Seventh  Cavalry,  who,  in  this  same  list  with  Lieut.  Hawthorne,  is 
granted  a  medal  of  honor,  was  a  member  of  this  party  and  was  kneeling 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  Capt.  Garlington  at  the  time  he  (Neder)  was 
wounded." 

Case  No.  1616   (A.  G.  O.  493066).     Weldon  Railroad,  Va.,  August  21.   18W. 

Capture  of  flag. 

Extract  of  Gen.  Meade's  report  (missing  932  P  1864),  capture  of  Twenty- 
seventh  South  Carolina  Regiment  flag. 

One  medal  awarded  September  6,  1864. 

1616.  Anderson,  Frederick  C. 

Case  No.  2181  (1598433).    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

Maj.  Gen.  John  G.  Parke's  report  May  5,  1865,  gives  list  of  those  promi- 
nently distinguished  during  recent  campaign,  with  recommendation  for  award 
of  medals  of  honor  for  their  gallantry.  These  men  are  individually  and  spe- 
cifically recommended,  as  follows: 

No.  28  (2181).    For  rescuing  wounded  comrade  under  heavy  fire. 

No.  15  (2059).  Gallantry  In  capturing  colors  of  Fifty-seventh  North  Carolina 
Infantry. 

No.  40  (1966).    Capture  of  First  Virginia  Infantry  colors. 

No.  27  (2179).    Rescue  of  wounded  comrade  under  heavy  fire. 

Gen.  Ainsworth,  December  20,  1909,  gives  record. 

December  21,  1909,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Oliver  awards  medals  for 
"  conspicuous  gallantry  in  action  before  Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865.'* 

Four  medals  issued  January  28,  1910. 

2181.  Camp,  Carlton  N. 

2P59.  Pinkham,  Charles  H. 

1966.  Chambers,  Joseph  B. 

2179.  Boutwell,  John  W. 

Case  No.  2.^71   (1114.S49  MS.).     Near  Smu  Isidro,  Philippine  Islands,   May  16, 

1899.    Distinguished  gallantry  in  action.    On  this  occasion  2571  and  21  other 

8C(»uts  charged   across  a   burning  bridge  under  heavy   fire  and   completely 

routed  600  of  the  enemy  who  were  entrenched  in  a  strongly  fortified  position. 

Adjutant  Generars  record,  March  29,  1906,  application  for  medal  of  honor  for 
2571  made  by  Senator  Fulton. 

Copy  recommendation  for  medal  of  honor,  dated  June  9,  1899,  by  J.  E.  Thorn- 
ton, second  lieutenant.  Second  Oregon  Volunteers. 

Aflidavit,  C.  P.  D.-ivis  and  S.  A.  Gait. 

Medal  of  honor  board,  convened  Special  Orders  218,  paragraph  19,  and  Special 
Orders  231,  paragraph  16,  acted  adversely. 

Report  of  Gen.  Lawton  of  engagement  May  16,  1899  ;*  21  names  are  mentioned 
for  medal  of  honor. 

April  4,  1906,  Gen.  Ains worth  gives  list  of  those  men  who  participated  near 
San  Isidro,  Philippine  Islands,  May  16,  1899;  the  seven  on  the  accompanying 
list  are  mentioned. 

April  4,  1906,  Acting  Secretary  of  War  Oliver  awards  medals  to  list  of  seven. 

Seven  medals  issued  Aprtl  20,  1906. 

2671.  Robertson,  Marcus  W.  2553.  Klnne,  John  B. 

2527.  Boehler,  Otto.  2556.  Longfellow,  Richard  M. 

2533.  Davis,  Charles  P.  2572.  Ross,  Frank  F. 

2547.  High,  Frank  C. 

Case  No.  3755  (A.  G.  O.  4914-94).  McClellans  Creek,  Tex..  November  8,  1874. 
Indian  campaign.  Most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action  against  Indians 
near  McClellans  Creek,  Tex.,  November  8,  1874,  attacking  with  two  com- 
panies superior  numbers  of  Indians  in  strong  position  and  rescuing  two  white 
girls. 

Adjutant  General  reports  loss  of  original  papers. 
Original  recommendation  by  Gen.  Miles  for  medals  of  honor,  dated  March 

26,  1804,  disapproved  by  Adjutant  General's  Office  letters,  July  25  and  27,  and 

August  21,  1894. 

I^etter,  Gen.  Miles,  October  30,  1894,  renews  recommendations  In  cases  sjie- 

clfically  and  Individually  in  list  below. 

December  18,  1894,  President  directs  award  of  medals  to  12. 
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Twelve  medals  Issued  November  27,  1894. 

1755.  Baldwin,  Frank  D. 

2211.  Bttird,  George  W.,  Nez  Perces  Indians,  Bear  Paw  Mountain,  Septem- 
ber 30    1877 

2228!  Butler,  Edmund,  Wolf  Mountain,  Mont,  January  8.  1877. 

2235.  Carter,  Mason.  Ne:^  Perces,  Bear  Paw  Mountains,  September  SO,  1877. 

2238.  Casey,  James  S.,  Wolf  Mountain,  Mont,  January  8, 1877. 

2314.  Huggins,  Ell  L.,  Indians,  O'Fallons  Creek.  Mont,  April  1,  1880. 

2349.  Maus,  Marion  P.,  Sierra  Madre  Mountains,  Mexico,  Apache,  January 
11,  1886. 

2354.  McClernuud,  Edward  J.,  Bear  Paw  Mountains,  Mont,  September  30, 
1877. 

2357.  McDonald,  Robert,  Wolf  Mountain,  Mont.,  January  8,  1877 

2379.  Moylan,  Myles,  Bear  Paw  Mountains,  September  30, 1877,  Nez  Perces. 

2281.  Godfrey,  Edward  S.,  Bear  Paw  Mountain,  September  30,  1877,  Nez 
Perces. 

2413.  Romeyn,  Henry,  Bear  Paw  Mountain,  September  30,  1877,  Nez  Perces. 

Case  No.  996  (492846).    Services  rendered  during  the  war,  1861  to  1865. 

September  30,  1865,  Secretary  Stanton  returns  application  In  behalf  of  996 
for  appointment  as  surgeon,  inviting  attention  to  adverse  report  of  Surgeon 
General.  Indorsement,  President  Andrew  Johnson,  October  23,  1865,  desires 
repi>rt  If  there  is  any  law  under  which  an  honorary  or  complimentary  brevet 
might  be  conferred? 

October  30,  1865.  brief,  Judge  Advocate  (ieneral  I.  Holt. 

Slip,  dated  November  13,  1865,  notation  to  Chief  Clerk  Potts  for  engraving 
of  medal. 

November  24,  1876,  996  sends  printed  copy  of  testimonial  given  her  by  Presi- 
dent Andrew  Johnson  citing  valuable  services  rendered  to  the  Government 
Testimoninl  shall  hereby  be  made  and  given  to  996,  and  that  the  issue  of  medal 
of  honor  for  meritorious  services  be  given  her. 

April  16,  1872,  certificate,  E.  D.  Townsend  to  the  effect  that  medal  of  honor 
was  given  to  996:  also  testimonial  on  parchment  recommending  her  for  pro- 
fessional and  other  services  caring  for  sick  and  wounded  soldiers,  prisoners  of 
w^ar,  etc. 

August  10,  1865,  Ed.  E.  Phelps,  M.  D.,  professor  of  medicine,  Dartmouth  Col- 
lege, commendatory  letter  in  regard  to  996's  services  and  record.  Indorsement 
Surg.  Gen.  J.  K.  Barnes  adverse. 

Indorsement,  August  8,  1865,  R.  E.  Penton :  From  personal  observation  knows 
something  of  the  good  services  of  996.  States  reputation  entitles  her  to  further 
recognition  by  the  General  Government 

August  4, 1865,  indorsement  President  Andrew  Johnson :  "  It  would  seem  from 
the  recommendations  presented  by  996  that  she  has  performed  service  deserv- 
ing the  recognition  of  the  Government,  which  I  desire  to  give  if  there  is  any 
way  in  which,  or  precedent  by  which,  this  may  be  done." 

January  24,  1866,  receipt  of  medal  acknowledged  by  996. 

One  medal  Lssued  January  24,  1866. 

996.  Walker,  Dr.  Mary  E. 

Case  No.  2621  (A.  G.  O.  229350).    Tayabacoa,  Cuba,  June  30,  1898.    Rescue  of 

wounded. 

Report  of  C.  P.  Johnson,  first  lieutenant.  Tenth  Cavalry,  dated  B^ebruary  18, 
1899,  recommends  for  medals  of  honor  for  conspicuous  bravery. 

Col.  Whiteside,  April  19,  1899,  In  indorsement  mentions  act  as  extraordinarily 
hazardous  and  conspicuous. 

Gen.  Frank's  Indorsement:  "Approved." 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  approves  proceedings  of  brevet  board  in  this  case. 

F(iur  medals  pi^epared  and  Issued  June  23,  1899. 

2621.  Wanton,  George  H. 
.  2595.  Bell,  Dennis. 

2610.  Lee,  Fltz. 

2620.  Thompklns,  William  H. 

Case  No.  2615  (A.  G.  O.  144258).     Santiago,  Cuba,  July  1,  1898.     Rescue  of 

wounded. 

Recommendation  September  9,  1898,  by  company  commander,  Capt.  J.  F. 
Stretch,  Tenth  Infantry. 
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Indorsements :  Recommended  by  CJol.  T.  M.  K.  Smith,  regimental  commander ; 
Col.  E.  P.  Pearson;  Gen.  Adelbert  Ames;  Gen.  Bates. 
Referred  to  brevet  board. 

Secretary  of  War  approves  brevet  board's  proceedings  and  recommendations. 
Five  medals  issued,  June  22,  1899. 
2615.  Poland,  Alfred. 
2599.  Cantrell,  Charles  P. 
2601.  Cummins,  Andrew  J. 
2608.  Keller.  William. 
2612.  Nash,  James  J. 

Case  No.  2619  (A.  G.  O.  134542).     El  Caney,  Cuba,  July  1,  1898.     Rescue  of 

wounded. 

Recommendation  August  80,  1898,  of  Capt.  Kendrick,  Seventh  Infantry  Bat- 
talion commander,  for  certificate  of  merit. 

In  indorsement  to  brevet  board  Lieut  H.  M.  Dickman,  June  6,  1899,  states 
Nos.  2619  and  2617  voluntarily  went  to  rescue  under  fire. 

Acting  Secretary  of  War  approves  medals  for  these  men. 

Two  medals  issued  August  21, 1899. 

2619.  Shepherd,  Warren  J. 

2617.  Ressler,  Norman  W. 

Case  No.  2102  (A.  G.  O.  503390).    Dardanelle,  Ark.,  January  14,  1865.    Per- 
sonal gallantry  in  action. 

General  Order  No.  10,  Cavalry  Division,  Seventh  Corps,  dated  February  1, 
1865,  by  Gen.  J.  R.  West 

Letter  of  Gen.  J.  R.  West,  February  3,  1865,  recommends  medals. 
Indorsement  of  Gen.  J.  J.  Reynolds  approves,  February  8,  18^. 
Two  medals  issued  March  8,  1865. 
2102.  Ellis,  William. 
2509.  Robinson,  James  H. 

Case  No.  2448  (AGO  293  T-1870).    Wichita  River,  Tex.,  July  12,  1870.     Gal- 
lantry in  action. 
C.  B.  McCIellan,  captain,  Sixtli  Cavalry,  report,  July  16,  1870,  makes  esspe- 

<AbI  mention  of  conspicuous  acts  of  bravery  during  the  engagement 

Col.  Oakes*s  letter,  July  17,  1870,  notes  everyone  mentioned  deserving  of  high- 
est commendation  and  praise;  forwarded  by  colonel.  Twenty-fifth  Infantry,  J.  J. 

Reynolds,  and  H.  W.  Halleck,  major  general,  commanding. 
August  24,  1870,  Townsend,  Adjutant  Genenil,  directs  medals  given  to  the  list 
Thirteen  medals  Issued  August  25,  1870 : 

2448.  Stokes,  Alonzo.  2387.  Neal,  Solon  D. 

2243.  Connor,  John.  2400.  Porter,  Samuel. 

2262.  Eldridge,  George  H.  2430.  Smith,  Charles  E. 

2277.  Given,  John  J.  2471.  Watson,  James  C. 

2330.  Kerrigan.  Thomas.  2490.  Windus,  Claron  A. 

2332.  Kirk,  .John.  2491.  Winterborrom,  William. 

2350.  May,  John. 

Case  No,  2481  (AGO  11524-1877).     Little  Muddy  Creek,  Mont,  May  7,  1877,  and 

Canias  Meadows,  Idaho,  August  20,  1877.    Bravery  in  actions*  with  Indians. 

Recommendation  for  metlals  for  four  men,  October  18,  1877,  for  conspicuous 
courage  and  gallantry  In  several  engagements,  cited  In  each  case. 

Indorsement  October  21,  1877,  Maj.  J,  S.  Brisbin's  approval. 

Approved  by  department  and  division  commanders. 

Gen.  W,  T.  Sherman  approves  medals. 

Townsend.  Adjutant  General,  February  28,  1878,  orders  issue. 

Four  medals  issued,  February  28,  1878,  to  the  four  named : 
2481.  Wilklns,  Henry.  2272.  Garland,  Harry. 

2241.  Clark,  Wilfred.  2323.  Jones,  William  H. 

Case  No.  2363  (AGO  4148-1872),     Indian  camijaigus,  September  29,  1872.    Retl 

River,  Tex.     Gallantry  In  action. 

Gen.  Sheridan's  report,  October  15,  1872. 

Report,  dated  October  12,  1872,  specifically  recommends  medals  for  list  of 
soldiers. 

Gen.  Sheridan's  indorsement,  November  4,  1872,  recommends  medals  for  list. 

Gen.  W.  T.  Sherman's  indorsement,  November  15,  1872,  recommends  medals. 
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Oen.  Shernian*s  General  Order  No.  99,  November  19,  1872.  publishes  award  of 
medals  to  list.    Officers  also  recommended,  but  no  menials  awarded. 

Nine  medals  issued,  November  19,  1872,  to  list  named : 
2363.  McMasters,  Henry  A.  2394.  O'Neil,  William. 

2219.  Branagan,  Edward.  2402.  Pratt,  James. 

2270.  Foster,  William.  2406.  Rankin,  William. 

2337.  Larkin,  Da\id.  2487.  Wilson,  William. 

2366.  McNamara,  William. 

Case  No.  2390  (4734-1874).    Whetstone  Mountains,  Ariz.,  July  13,  1872.     Gal- 
lantry in  action. 

The  records  lost  in  shifting  and  loaning  papers  years  ago. 
Extracts  from  Ad.1utant  General's  office  on  record  sUd. 
Four  medals  issued  December  4,  1874: 

2390.  Newman,  Henry.  2391.  Nihill,  John. 

2223.  Brown,  James.  2280.  Glynn,  Michael. 

(^ase  No.  962   (A.  G.  O.  469679).    Hatcher's  Run.  Va.,  October  27,  1864.     Re- 

mained  after  term  service  expired  and  participated  in  battle. 

Letter,  Col,  C.  H.  Smith,  United  States  Army  retired,  dated  February  11,  1897, 
to  Adjutant  General  gives  full  record  with  reference  to  official  reports  of  MaJ. 
Thaxter's  superior  officers. 

Secretary  of  War  indorsement,  August  9,  1897,  directs  award  medal. 

Report  Chief  Record  and  Pension  Office,  February  17,  1897. 

Gen.  McGtegg's  reports  November  4,  1864,  and  November  10,  1S64,  "Conspicu- 
ous for  gallantry." 

Col.  C.  H.  Smith,  commanding  brigade  report  October  31, 1864,  **  Was  very  con- 
spicuous in  this  charge." 

One  medal  issued  September  10,  1897. 

962.  Thaxter,  Sidney  W. 

Case  No.  1337  (336499).     Chancellorsvllle,  Va.,  May  2-3,  1863.     Distinguished 
gallantry  while  holding  with  his  command  an  advanced  position  against  re- 
peated assaults  by  a  strong  force  of  the  enemy ;  was  severely  wounded. 
In  series  1,  volume  25,  Part  I : 
Report  Gen.  Couch,  page  306,  May  9,  1863. 
Report  Gen.  Hancock,  page  318-321  (311-316),  May  19,  1863. 
Report  Gen.  Caldwell,  May  12,  1863. 

Application  made  by  friends  of  this  officer,  supported  by  letter  of  Gen.  Couch, 
May  16,  1892,  late  commanding  Second  Army  Corps.  The  Slxty-llrst  New  York 
served  In  the  First  Brigade,  First  Division,  Second  Army  Corpa  The  division 
was  commanded  by  Gen.  Hancock,  and  the  brigade  by  Gen.  Caldwell.  Case 
Investigated  by  Record  and  Pension  Office.  Extracts  of  official  reports  making 
special  mention  of  this  officer  were  duly  verified  by  the  Record  and  Pension 
office,  and  award  of  the  medal  was  recommended  by  Gen.  Schofield  for  dis- 
tinguished gallantry  at  Chancellorsvllle. 

Secretary  of  War,  July  14,  1892,  orders  award  of  medal. 

Medal  Issued  July  23,  1892. 

1337.  Nelson  A.  :Miles,  United  States  Army. 

Case  No.  1182  (A.  G.  O.  1339  A.  87).    Campaign  of  the  Army  of  the  Potomac, 

1865.    Gallantry  In  action,  conspicuous. 

Report  of  John  G.  Parke,  major  general  commanding,  recommends  list  spe- 
cifically for  conspicuous  gallantry,  February  21,  1865. 

Most  of  these  papers  apparently  lay  without  action  In  the  War  Department 
until  1896.  About  five  were  awarded  between  1865  and  1874  and  the  remainder 
In  1896,  except  one  in  1897. 

August  16,  1865,  Maj.  Gen.  Meade  forwards  "  approved." 

Thirty-three  medals  issued  July  30,  1896. 

1182.  Burbank,  James  H.  1189.  Gaylord,  Levi  B. 

1183.  Alber,  Frederick.  1190.  Haight,  Sidney. 

1184.  Beddows,  Richard.  1191.  Hadley,  Osgood  T. 

1185.  Cohn,  Abraham.  1192.  Homan,  Conrad. 

1186.  DePuy,  Charles  H.  1193.  Judge,  Francis  W. 

1187.  Dodd,  Robert  F.  1194.  Kinsey.  John. 

1188.  Falconer,  John  A.  1195.  Knight,  Charles  H. 
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3196.  Ludwig,  Carl.  1205.  Starklns,  John  H. 

1197.  Mahoney,  Jeremiah.  1206.  Taylor,  Joseph. 

1198.  Manning,  Joseph  S.  1207.  Thatcher,  Charles  M. 

1199.  McFall.  Daniel.  1208.  Thompson,  Charles  A. 

1200.  Noll,  Conrad.  1209.  Wageman,  John  H. 

1201.  Rossbach,  Valentine.  1210.  Whitman,  Frank  M. 

1202.  Sivel,  Henry  (Matthews,  Wm.H.)      1211.  Wilcox,  William  H. 

1203.  Simons,  Charles  J.  1251.  Haskell,  Marcus  M. 

1204.  Schneider,  George.  1613.  Welsh,  James. 

(^ase  No.  1487   (A.  G.  O.  4684a5).     Gettyshiirjr.  Pa.,  July  L\  isr>.">.    With  five 

volunteers  gallantly  charged  log  house.     *•  Devil's  Den." 

Application  of  Congressman  Kulp,  Janmirv  29,  1897,  for  medal  of  honor  for 
1487. 

Letter  A.  Jameson,  Deconiher  24,  1896. 

Letter  Lieut.  Connor,  Sixth  Pernisylvania.  January  8,  1897. 

Letter  William  D.  D'xon,  Twenty-seventh  Pennsylvania,  lieutenant  colonel, 
D(H»Gmber  24.  1896.  all  contained  in  Adjutiut  General's  report  furnished  Fehro- 
ary  3,  1897,  signed  by  (.'ol.  Ainsworth. 

Secretaiy  of  War,  February  9,  1897.  directs  medals  of  honor  be  issued  and 
names  of  other  men  of  the  party  be  obtained  for  award. 

Medal  Issued  February  16,  1897. 

Case  No.  1485  (A.  G.  ().  013597).     Same  as  above  case  1487. 

Record  furnished  by  Adjutant  General,  page  7,  contains  names  of  1486.  1488, 
1489,  and  1473. 

These  cases  are  all  for  the  same  event  and  evidence  similar. 

Five  medals  Issued  August  8,  1900. 

Six  medals  issued  in  all. 

1487.  M(>ars,  George  W.  (A.  G.  O.  468465). 

1485.  Johnson,  Wallace  W.  (A.  G.  O.  613597). 

1486.  Hart,  John  W.   (with  Johnson). 

1488.  Roush,  J.  T^vl  (A.  G.  O.  480627). 

1489.  Smith,  Thaddeus  S.  (A.  G.  O.  581654). 
1473.  Furman,  Chester  S.  (A.  G.  O.  472297). 

Case  No.  1446  (A.  G.  O.  489232).     Klk  River,  Tenn.,  .luly  2.  1863.    Captured 

stockade  and  saved  bridge. 

Report  of  W.  H.  Calkins,  late  first  lieutenant  Company  E,  (^ue  hundred  and 
fourth  Illinois  Volunte*»rs,  and  aide-do-<*amp  to  Gen.  Beatty,  asks  for  medals  of 
honor  for  this  man  ;  Incloses  alfidavit  August  2.  1897. 

Extract  Gen.  Reatty's  report  July  6,  386.^:  also  (4en.  Neglay's  July  2.  1863. 

Extract  military  record  furnished  August  6,  1897,  by  Col.  Ainsworth. 

Affidavit  Douglas  Hapeman,  lieutenant  colonel  One  hundred  and  fonrtli 
Illinois,  August  20.  1897. 

Affidavit  Capt.  W.  H.  Calkins  August  25,  1897. 

Secretary  of  War,  Au.i;ust  30,  1897,  awards  medal  to  above. 

Me<lal  Issued  September  17,  1897. 

1446.  Marsh,  (4eorge. 

Case  No.  1480  (496521).     Elk  River,  Tenn.,  July  2,  1863.     Captured  stoc'^:ade 

and  saved  bridge. 

letter  W.  H.  Calkins  October  19,  1897.  to  Secrt^tary  of  War  requesting  awnni 
medals  to  live  named. 

Col.  Ainsworth,  October  25.  1897,  furnishes  military  reconl  In  the  cashes  of 
the  five  name<l. 

Affidavit  Doutrlas  llapeiuan,  late  colonel  One  hundred  and  fourth  Illinois, 
November  2,  1897.  ^    ^, 

Affidavit  W.  H.  Calkins,  late  captain.  Company  D,  One  hundred  and  fourtn 
Illinois,  October  14,  1897. 

Affidavit  of  1478. 

Affidavit  of  1479.  ,  , 

Secretary  of  War,  October  30,  1897,  by  direction  of  the  Preshlent,  awaroea 
medals  to  these  five  men  for  capturing  stockade  and  saving  bridge  while  ex- 
posed to  heavy  artillery  and  musketry  fire. 

Five  medals  Issued  October  30,  1897. 

1480.  Shapland,  John.  1478.  Gage,  Richard  J. 

1481.  Slagle,  Oscar.  1479.  Holland,  I^emuel  F. 

1482.  Smalley,  Reuben  S. 
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Case  No.  1493  (A(JO  435777).     In  chnrjre  guns  aud  ammunition  of  battery  on 

steamer    ChccsrmaH    wlien    slie    was   unmanageable    and    under   heavy    fire. 

Grand  Gulf,  iMiss.,  April  29,  1863. 

Two  affidavits:  Elisha  Cole,  first  Ileiitenant  Battery  A,  First  Missouri  Light 
Artillery ;  and  Henry  A.  Hanimel,  first  sergeant,  Battery  A,  dated  April  2,  1895. 

Congressman  Joy  sends  application  April  2,  1895. 

Extract  official  War  Department  record,  furnished  December  19,  1895,  by 
Col.  Ainsworth ;  further  extracts  furnished  February'  25,  1896,  by  Col.  Ains- 
wortb,  Chief  Record  and  Pension  Office.  Extracts  of  Grant's  Memoirs,  volume 
1,  page  470;  subscribed  to  by  First  Lieut.  (Battery  A)  Elisha  (^ole. 

Resubmission  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Award  was  made  by  direction  of  the 
President  March  4,  189G,  for  dlstinsruished  gallantry  in  action  at  the  bombard- 
ment of  Grand  Gulf,  April  29,  1863.  volunteers  (m  board  steamer  Chee^eman. 

Three  menials  Issued  March  10,  1896. 

1493.  Pesch,  Joseph. 

1494.  Guerin,  Fitz  W. 

1495.  Hammel.  Henry  A. 

Case  Xo.  1457  (AGO  479204).    Nolensville,  Tenn.,  February  15,  1863.    Defended 

wap)n  train  against  125  of  the  enemy  and  saved  it. 

I^^tter  of  J.  W.  Bishop,  late  colonel  Second  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry, 
dattnl  May  7,  1897.  to  Adjutant  General — worthy  of  award  for  gallantry,  mer- 
itorious conduct,  etc.  Inclosed  report  February  15,  1863,  of  Brig.  Gen.  J.  B. 
Steadman.  also  report^of  Col.  VanDerveer. 

Adjutant  General,  July  29,  1897,  gives  military  records  of  Inclosed  list. 

Col.  Ainsworth  gives  record  of  1475  in  report  dated  May  18,  1897. 

July  30,  1897,  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  of  the  President,  awards  medal 
to  1475. 

July  30,  1897,  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  of  the  President,  awards  medal 
to  others  on  list. 

Eight  medals  issued  September  11,  1897. 


1457.  Burger,  Joseph. 

1458.  Clark,  William  A. 

1459.  Flannlgan,  James. 

1460.  Hanna,  Milton. 


1461.  Holmes,  I^orilo  N. 

1462.  Pay,  Br>on  E. 

1463.  Vale,  John. 

1464.  Wright,  Samuel. 


Case  No.  2259.     Indian  campaign.     Agua  Fria  River,  Ariz.,  August  25,  1869 

(AGO  104  P-1870). 

Capt.  Kaufman  submits  list  of  three  for  medals  for  engagement  with  Apaches. 

Charles  Hobart.  commanding  L  Troop,  recommends  nine  for  medals;  gives 
specific  acts  in  action. 

Frank  Wheaton,  brevet  major  general,  lieutenant  colonel,  Twenty-first  Infan- 
try, forwards  list  names  of  men  who  deserve  reward  for  gallantry  in  action. 

George  H.  Thomas  forwards  to  Adjutant  General  recommended. 

First  Lieut.  Robert  Carrick,  Eighth  Cavalry,  recommends  eight  men;  for- 
warded by  Frank  Wheaton,  major  general  Twenty-first  Infantry,  conunanding, 
approved  and  recommended. 

Adjutant  General  prepares  medals  of  honor  for  list  awarded  by  Secretary  of 
War,  dated  March  3,  1870. 

Twenty  medals  issued  March  3,  1870. 


2259.  Donavan,  Cornelius. 
2218.  Bradbury,  Sanford. 
2245.  Corcoran,  Michael. 
2247.  Crist,  John. 
2274.  Gates,  George. 
2283.  Goodman,  David. 
2293.  Hamilton,  Frank. 
2301.  Haupt,  Paul. 
2325.  Kay,  John. 
2347.  Mahers,  Herbert. 


2372,  ^Mitchell,  John  J. 
2375.  Moran,  John. 
2383.  Murphy,  Philip. 
23<S4.  IViurpliy,  Thomas. 
2404.  Raerick,  John. 
2115.  Rowalt,  John  F. 
2419.  Sale,  Albert. 
2443.  Stanley,  Edward. 
2447.  SUckoffer,  Julius  H. 
2472.  Watson,  Joseph. 


Case  No.  2410.     Indian  campaign.     Cedar  Creek,  Mont.,  October  21,  1876,  to 

January  8,  1877.     (A.  G.  O.  8440,  P,  R.  D.  1890.) 

Gen  Miles's  report  to  Adjutant  General,  February  9,  1877,  contains  list  of 
recommendations  for  medals  honor. 

Robert  H.  K.  Bailey,  second  lieutenant,  Fifth  Infantry,  recommends  2280. 
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Letter  of  Nelson  A.  Miles  corrects  name  of  John  McCormick  to  Michael 
McCormlck. 

Second  Lieut.  J.  N.  Pope,  Fifth  Infantry,  February  6,  1877,  recommends  2367. 

Report  of  E.  Butler,  captain.  Fifth  Infantry,  recommends  for  certificate  of 
merit  2478;  approved  by  Terry  and  Sheridan;  not  granted  on  account  of 
previous  issue  of  medal. 

In  1890  more  spe<'ific  data  was  requested  from  commanding  officer  witii 
reference  to  the  award. 

Col.  Osborne's  indorsement  forwards  records  furnished  by  the  troops. 

Request  of  Adjutant  General  to  have  medals  engraved. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  award  of  medals. 

Twenty-nine  medals  issued  April  27,  1877. 
2410.  Roche,  David.  2352.  McCann,  Bernard. 

2226.  Burke,  Richard.  2355.  McCJormick,  Michael. 

2229.  Byrne,  Denis.  2359.  McGar,  Owen. 

2230.  Cable,  Joseph  A.  2360.  McHugh,  John. 

2232.  Calvert,  James  S.  2371.  Miller,  George. 
2244.  Coonrod,  Aquilla.  2362.  McLoughlln,  Michael. 
2260.  Donelly,  John  S.  2367.  McPhelan,  Robert. 
2271.  Freemeyer,  Christopher.  2373.  Montrose,  Charles  H. 
2291.  Haddoo,  John.  2411.  Rodenburg,  Henry. 
2308.  Hogan,  Henry.  2418.  Ryan,  David. 

2311.  Holland,  David.  2427.  Sheppard,  Charles. 

2316.  Hunt,  Fred  O.  2466.  Wallace,  Wnilam. 

2322.  Johnston,  Edward.  2478.  Whitehead,  Patton  G. 

2329.  Kennedy,  Philip.  2484.  Wilson,  Charles. 

2335.  Kreher,  Wendelln. 

Case  ^o.  2340.    Indian  campaign.    Little  Blue,  Nebr.,  May  15,  1870.     (A.  G.  0. 

758,  M-1870.) 

Capt.  E.  J.  Spalding,  Second  Cavalry,  May  23,  1870,  in  letter  recommendft 
list  to  the  notice  of  the  department  commander. 

General  Order  21,  Department  Platte,  issued  by  Gen.  Augur. 

Secretary  of  War's  notation  gives  each  of  list  medal  of  honor,  June  22,  1870. 

Five  medals  issued  June  22,  1870. 
2340.  Leonard,  Patrick.  2313.  Hubbard,  Thcnnas. 

2233.  Canfield,  Heth.  2455.  Thompson,  George  W. 
2306.  Hlmmelsback,  Michael. 

Case   No.   2242.    Plnlto   Mountains,    Sonera,   Mexico,   May   8,   1886.    Rescue 

wounded. 

Extract  Gen.  MUes's  report  dated  September  18,  1886. 

February  6,  1891,  Gen.  Mlzner  writes  Adjutant  General  requesting  medal 
honor  for  2242. 

In  indorsement  recommended  by  Gen.  Schofleld  for  medal  for  very  gallant 
conduct  above  described. 

Secretary  Proctor,  March  3,  ordered  award  of  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  March  12,  1891. 

2242.  Clark,  Powhatan  H. 

Case  No.  51.  Wood,  R.  H.,  and  three  others  of  same  rej.rlnient,  four  medals. 
Items  Nos.  1155  to  1158,  both  inclusive.  All  for  action  at  Vicksburg,  Miss., 
May  22,  1863. 

1155.  W(H)(1.  R.  H.,  captain.  (\»nipany  A,  Ninety-seventh  Illinois  Volunteers. 
Le<l  the  volunteer  storuiinpr  party,  which  made  a  most  gallant  as.<?aiilt  upon 
the  enemy's  works.  Rwords  and  Pensions  434317  contains  report  on  this  case, 
based  on  statement  of  clalmiint,  statement  of  W.  W.  Frazler,  Company  I, 
Ninety-seven  til  Illinois,  and  a  member  of  same  party;  a  .statement  of  (Jon. 
Vifquain,  late  colonel  of  the  re.ffinient,  and  an  eyewitness  of  the  charge  led 
by  Capt.  Wood.  The  Ninety-seventh  Illinois  belonged  to  the  Thirteenth  Aniiy 
Corps,  and  not  the  Fifteenth  Army  Corps,  which  furnishe<l  the  famous  volunteer 
storming  party  of  150  men.  No  offlcial  record  of  the  conduct  of  Capt.  Wood. 
(See  p.  41.) 

1156.  Frazier,  W.  W.,  private.  Company  I,  Ninety-seventh  Illinois.  Gal- 
lantry In  the  charge  of  the  volunteer  storming  party.  Records  and  Peiisious 
428812  contains  report  based  on  letter  of  Cien.  Vifquain  ;  aflldavlt  of  Capt.  W(mk1, 
who  recalls  names  of  nine  members  of  the  partj';  and  statement  of  Fra/ier 
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liiiniielf.    No  official  recorO  has  been  found  i„at  soldier  was  a  member  of  the 
.JltZ^T"  *^"«^\''  '-^  "^  '^'^  that  his  regiment  was  be3 Vicksl.url 

t«l>eV''l4^m^""(feeT4r.r     '''**''  '"   ''*  "''""""     ""*■  '""""   '"'"'■'^  "**=^ 

1157.  Coibj,  Carlos  N..  corporal,  Coiiii>au.v  G,  Niiiety-soveiith  Illinois  was 
f.«T"H'f  "*^  '"f  ^"'""t^"- storming  party  which  made  a  most  gallant  a^srult 
upon  the  enemy's  works.  Rec-ords  ami  Pensions  430965  contains  report  ba"ed 
on  olainmnfs  stateu.ent  ami  Capt.  WmKl's  affidaMt  Xo  offic  a^  record  Om 
nte<lal  issued  Januarj  31,  1896.  i"<ii"i   retora.     une 

1158.  Dicljie,  Davitl  sergeant.  Company  A,  Ninety-seventh  Illinois  Mem- 
ber of  same  party.  Rec.r.ls  and  Pensions  437()24  maltes  report-  basis  same 
as  above  item.    One  medal  issued  Jannarv  2!)  1896 

of?net^?enL?In;20"me"n:^"'™'"'^  '^^  '"'  ^^'^""^*-  ''^'  "-'  --'«""« 
^  A-TS^'r   ^^^'    ^"'"""*-    ^'"'^  ^^^  ""™'   ^^''''t-   June   25,    1876.     (10818- 

Proceedings  of  a  board  of  which  CJol.  Sturgls  was  president 

Keeomiuendation  of  troop  commander — long  list 

Returned  to  Seventh  Cavalry  conunander  to  revise,  giving  onlv  those  most 
distinguished  In  conspicuous  acts  of  gallantry  in  action 

Revised  list  approved  by  Gen.  Terry.  Lieut  Gen.  Sheridan,  and  Assistant 
Adjutant  General  orders  Issue.  ^  -f^ssisiani: 

Twenty-two  medals  Issued  October  5,  1878. 

ooJo    ^^'  ^^^^^  2317.  Hutchinson,  Rufus  D. 

2212.  Bancroft  Nell.  2346.  Machlin,  Henry  W.  li 

^.  Brant,  Abram  a  2385.  Murray,' Thomis. 

2248.  Criswell,  Benjamin.  2403.  Pym,  James 

2251.  Cunnlngbam,  Charles.  2423.  Scott,  George 

2254.  Deetllne.  Frederick.  2446.  Stevens,  Thomas  W 

2275.  Gelger,  George.  2457.  Thompson,  Peter      * 

2295.  Hanley,  Richard  P.  2459.  Tolan,  Frank 

2298.  Harris,  David  W.  2463.  Volt,  Otto. 

2299.  Harris,  William  M.  2475.  Welch,  Charies  H 
2310.  Holden,  Henry.  2489.  Windolph,  Charies. 
Case  No.  2613.    Rescue  of  wounded.    Santiago,  Cuba,  July  1,  1898. 

C^pt.  Daniel  Comman,  Twenty-first  Infantry,  and  First  Lieut.  A.  L  Parmer- 
ter  recommend  each  man  particularly  and  specifically. 
Forwarded  recommending  favorable  consideration  by  major  commanding  regl- 

Forwared  by  W.  H.  Boyle. 

Forwarded  to  Adjutant  General  by  Gen.  Shafter ;  no  recommendation 
Secretary  of  War,  April  19,  1899,  approves  recommendations  of  brevet  board 
Six  medals  Issued  June  22,  1899. 

^]^'  5®f;  ^^u^^  ^'  2603.  Doheri:y,  Thomas  M. 

nS2?-  Kelly,  Thomas.  2602.  De  Swan.  John  F. 

2604.  Fournia,  Frank  O.  2614.  Pfisterer,  Herman. 

^^.l^^i^^-  ^'^^  ^^^^  P.R.D.-92).    Indian  campaign.  Big  Horn,  Mont,  July  9. 

Carried  dispatches  to  Gen.  Crook  through  country  occupied  bv  Sioux  at 
imminent  risk  of  life. 

Records  show  Field  Orders  No.  5,  Department  of  Dakota.  Julv  26  1876 

Adjutant  General's  indorsement  states  that  these  men  have  Wn  awarded  a 
meclaL 

Three  medals  issued  December  2,  1876. 

971.  Bell,  James  973.  Stewart,  Benjamin  F. 

972.  Evans,  William. 

Case  No.  2^  (A.  G.  O.  169210-1899).    Rescue  of  wounded  at  El  Caney,  Cuba, . 
JUly  1,  lo9o. 

Report,  dated  September  2,  1898,  of  Gen.  Chaffee. 
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Report,  dated  August  12,  1898,  of  Maj.  0*Brien,  commanding  Seventeenth 
Infantry. 

Certificates  of  Lieut.  Hardaway,  November  19,  1898. 

Certificate  of  Lieut.  Roberts,  November  29,  1898. 

Secretary  of  War,  April  19,  1899,  In  indorsement  approves  proceeding  of 
brevet  board  for  medals  of  honor  for  list 

Seven  medals  Issued  June  21,  1809. 
2606.  Hardaviray,  Benjamin  F.  2598.  Buzzard,  Ulysses  O. 

2623.  Wende,  Bruno.  2596.  BrooWns,  Oscar. 

2618.  Roberts,  Charles  D.  2597.  Burg,  George. 

2605.  Graves,  Thomas  J. 

Case  No.  2142.  Detachment  20.     Artillerymen  who  turned  captured  guns  on 

enemy.    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865. 

Report,  April  14,  1865,  to  Adjt  Gen.  Whlttlesay  by  Andrew  Cowan,  brevet 
major,  commanding  brigade,  recommends  list  for  gallant  and  meritorious  con- 
duct, commending  detachment  of  cannoneers  in  the  assault  front  of  Peters- 
burg, April  2, 1865,  and  turning  captured  guns  upon  the  enemy. 

Medals  recommended  by  Townsend. 

Letter  of  George  W.  Adams,  major  Rhode  Island  Light  Artillery,  April  23, 
1866,  to  Hon.  Thomas  A.  Jenckes  gives  list  of  names.  Battery  G,  who  assisted 
in  assault.  States  that  they  were  particularly  recommended  by  Gen.  Wright, 
H.  J.  Hunt  (chief  of  artillery),  Gen.  Meade,  and  Gen.  Grant  as  being  worthy 
of  medals. 

Extract  battle  report  of  Battery  G,  First  Rhode  Island  Light  Artillery. 

Seven  medals  issued  June  20,  1866. 

2142.  Barber,  James  A.  2146.  Lewis,  Samuel  E. 

2143.  Corcoran,  John.  2147.  Molbone,  Archibald. 

2144.  Ennls,  Charles  D.  2148.  Potter,  George  W. 

2145.  Havron,  John  H. 

CftS(»s!  Nos.  2250  and  2208.    Indians,  San  Carlos,  Ariz.,  May  30,  1868. 

General  Order  No.  3,  specially  commends  for  bravery  and  good  conduct  By 
order  of  T.  C.  Devon,  dated  June  16,  1868. 

Indorsement  Secretary  of  War  orders  issue  of  medals  of  honor  to  these  men. 

Two  medals  issueil  July  28,  1868. 

2250.  Cubberly,  William  G. 

2208.  Aston,  Edgar  R. 

Case  No.  2137.    Capture  guns,  flags,  etc..  Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6,  1865. 

Letter  of  Brig.  Gen,  H.  E.  Davles,  jr.,  to  Adjt.  Gen.  Weir,  April  16,  1805,  rec- 
ommends 2137  for  medal ;  Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  charging  and  driving  cannoneer 
from  field  piece  and  capturing  two  prisoners  and  gun.  Gives  list  of  names  and 
recommends  specifically  the  oflBcers  and  enlisted  men  who  distinguished  them- 
selves in  engagements. 

Affidavit  of  Corpl.  Patrick,  Fifty-sixth  Massachusetts,  dated  July  19,  1865, 
showing  that  medal  of  Llewellyn  P.  Norton  was  lost ;  duplicate  issued. 

Secretary  of  War  forwards  medals  for  delivery  to  Inclosed  list. 

Ten  medals  issued. 
2132.  Bringle,  Andrew.  2130.  Wilson,  John. 

2078.  Southard,  David.  2110.  Hooper,  William  B. 

2137.  Norton,  Llewellyn  P.  2115.  Porter,  William. 

2123.  Titus,  Charles.  2101.  Cary,  James  L. 

1941.  Wilson,  Charles  E.  2088.  Tompkins,  Aaron  B. 

Case  No,  1075.  Volunteer  storming  party,  Vick.sburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863. 

Ivetter  of  Secretary  of  War  J.  B.  Doe  to  1075  inquires  whether  or  not  he  was 
a  member  of  volunteer  storming  party. 

Reply  of  1075  that  he  was  a  member  of  that  party. 

Second  indorsement  shows,  without  solicitation,  medal  awarded  to  1075  for 
most  distinguished  gallantry  at  Vleksburg,  Miss. 

Assistant  Secretary  directs  issue. 

Eighty- two  medals  issued  August  10,  1895,  and  other  dates. 

Case  No.  50.    Christian,  Albert,  and  79  others,  82  medals.    Items  Nos.  1075  to 
1155,  both  inclusive.     "The  Volunteer  Storming  Party." 
Christian  Albert,  William  Archinal,  Clinton  L.  Armstrong,  David  Ayers,  John 

G.  K.  Ayres,  William  H.  Berringer,  Matthew  Bickford,  Thomas  A.  Blasdell, 
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Emmer  Bowen,  Uriah  Brown,  John  C.  Buckley,  Henry  O.  Buhrman,  William 
Bumgarner,  William  Campbell.  William  W.  Chlsman,  John  W.  Conaway,  Robert 
M.  Cox,  James  S.  Cunningham,  Martin  K.  Davis,  David  F.  Day,  Richard  W. 
DeWitt,  John  N.  Eckes,  John  H.  Fisher,  James  B.  Flynn,  Joseph  Frantz,  Franz 
Frey,  Henry  F.  Frizzell,  Nicholas  Geschwind,  Andrew  E.  Goldsbery,  Newton  T. 
Gould,  Thomas  Gulnn,  Sampson  Harris,  David  H.  Helms,  James  Henry,  Lewis 
T.  Hunt,  Theodore  Hyatt,  James  Jardine,  William  John,  EUsha  Johns,  Andrew 
Johnson,  David  Johnston,  David  Jones,  Jos.  S.  Lablll,  James  W.  Larrabee,  Wil- 
liam H.  Longshore,  Robert  A.  Ix)wer,  James  M.  McClelland,  Andrew  McCormack, 
Edw.  McGinn,  Wilson  MeCJoniigle,  Jacob  C.  Miller,  Jerome  Morford,  Jasper  N. 
North,  John  O'Dea,  Jacob  H.  Overturf,  Joel  Parsons,  Piatt  Pearsall,  William 
Reed,  Louis  Renninger,  Frederick  Rock,  Charles  W.  Rundle,  Jacob  Sanford, 
Benjamin  W.  Schenck,  Andrew  Schmauch»  Christian  Schnell,  Reuben  Smalley, 
Benona  Sprague,  William  Steinmetz,  George  H,  Stockman,  Frank  Stoltz,  James 
C.  Summers,  Jacob  Sweghelmer,  William  Toomer,  HoWell  G.  Trogden,  John  W. 
Wagner,  Thomas  J.  Ward,  John  Warden,  Edw.  Welsh,  Andrew  J.  Wldlck,  Joseph 
Wortlck. 

The  authority  for  award  in  this  case  seems  to  be  the  reports  in  the  official 
records  of  the  Civil  War,  of  which  extracts  are  given  in  pages  appended  hereto, 
and  the  official  list  of  the  storming  party  of  the  Second  Division,  Fifteenth  Army 
Corps  (commanded  by  Maj.  Gen.  Frank  P.  Blair,  Jr.)  led  by  Capt.  J.  H.  Groce, 
Thirtieth  Ohio  Infantry,  in  the  assault  on  the  works  near  Vicksburg,  Miss., 
May  22,  1863,  printed  in  O.  R.  Serial  No.  109,  pages  «2  to  64.  Letters  of  in- 
quiry appear  to  have  been  sent  out  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  In  1894, 
asking  individuals  for  Information  as  to  their  participation  in  this  assault. 
See  case  of  Ellsha  Johns,  in  this  group,  for  the  letter  referred  to,  and  for 
standard  form  of  indorsement  often  used  in  these  cases. 

The  regiments  furnishing  volunteers  in  this  assault  were  as  follows:  Sixth 
Missouri,  Eighth  Missouri,  One  hundred  and  thirteenth  Illinois,  One  hundred 
and  sixteenth  niinois.  Fifty-fifth  lUlnols  Volunteers,  Fifty-seventh  Ohio  Volun- 
teers, Eighty-third  Indiana  Volunteers,  One  hundred  and  twenty-seventh  Illi- 
nois Volunteers,  Fifty-fourth  Ohio  Volunteers,  Forty -seventh  Ohio  Infantry, 
Fourth  West  Virginia  Infantry,  Thirtieth  Ohio  Infantry,  Thirty-seventh  Ohio 
Infantry.  Seventy-nine  of  the  names  given  in  the  medal  of  honor  list  as  having 
received  medals  for  participation  in  this  assault  appear  In  the  printed  list  above 
referre<l  to.  but  the  name  of  one  man,  viz,  James  E.  Flynn,  Sixth  Missouri,  does 
not  appear  In  this  printed  list.  The  award  to  this  man  appears  to  be  based  on 
affidavits  of  two  members  of  Flynn's  company.  A  report  prepared  in  the  Pension 
Office  (R.  and  P.  388821)  states,  *'  His  name  is  not  found  on  the  lists  of  members 
of  his  regiment  who  served  with  the  storming  party  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
but  the  evidence  of  a  private  and  second  lieutenant  of  Flynn^s  company,  and 
of  the  lieutenant  colonel  of  his  regiment,  appear  to  prove  the  claimant  to  have 
been  present  in  the  action  referred  to." 

A  pertinent  extract  bearing  on  this  case  in  general  Is  taken  as  follows  from 
a  letter  of  Maj.  John  A.  Bering,  September  18, 1894,  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Carman, 
Firty-elghth  Ohio  Infantry  Volunteers,  for  gallant  action  at  Vicksburg,  Miss., 
May  22,  1863  (see  Case  No.  52,  R.  and  P.  397540)  :  "  There  were  nine  divisions 
engaged  In  the  charge  on  May  22,  ♦  ♦  ♦.  Eight  generals  In  command  of 
divisions  sent  their  skirmishers  to  take  the  advance,  the  same  as  in  every  battle 
of  the  campaign,  but  Gen.  Blair  called  for  150  voluntetTs  from  his  division  to 
take  the  advance  and  act  as  a  storming  party  to  cover  the  front  of  his  division 
only.  By  that  plan  he  did  not  accomplish  any  more  than  the  other  eight  divi- 
sion commanders.  In  fact,  he  did  not  accomplish  as  much,  as  his  division  did 
not  capture  a  fort  nor  a  single  prisoner.  According  to  the  official  records  his 
loss  among  the  storming  party  was  no  greater  than  the  loss  among  the  skirm- 
ishers who  led  the  way  In  front  of  the  other  divisions,  and  yet  Blalr*s  storming 
party  gets  all  the  credit  and  all  the  medals  for  the  three  Army  cori>s  engaged 
in  the  charge." 

Extract  from  report  of  Maj.  Gen.  Frank  P.  Blair,  commanding  Secoml  Divi- 
sion, Fifteenth  Army  Corps,  dated  before  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  24,  18(J3  (pp. 
257- 2«(),  Vi.  II,  vol.  24,  Series  I)  (Serial  No.  37,  O.  R.,  Union  and  Confederate 
Armies)  : 

"  On  the  22d  (May,  1863)  I  re<'elve<l  an  order  to  renew  the  assault  at  10  oVlock 
in  the  morning.  I  mustered  my  division  In  the  ravine  to  the  left  of  the  Grave 
Yard  Road,  where  it  debouches  upon  that  road  as  it  passes  across  the  valley 
lmme<llately  In  front  of  the  bastion.     A  volunteer  storming  party,  consisting 

12S747— S.  Doc.  58,  60-1 30 
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of  2  oflScers  and  50  men  from  each  brigade  of  the  division  was  to  lead  the 
assault  ♦  *  *.  At  the  signal,  the  volunteer  storming  party,  led  by  Capt.  John 
H.  Groce,  of  Gen.  Ewing's  brigade,  dashed  forward  In  gallant  style  and  planted 
the  flag  of  the  Union,  which  was  borne  by  Pvt.  Howell  O.  Trogden,  of  the 
Eighth  Missouri,  upon  the  bastion  of  the  enemy  ♦  *  *,  and  I  would  recom- 
mend that  the  medal  of  honor  voted  by  Congress  be  presented  to  all  the  enlisted 
men  mentioned ;  also  to  all  the  noncommissioned  officers  and  privates  com- 
posing the  storming  party  on  the  22d." 

Extract  from  reimrt  of  Brig.  Gen.  Hugh  Ewing,  commanding  Third  Brigade, 
Second  Division,  Fifteentli  Army  Corps,  dated  battle  field  near  Vicksburg,  Miss,. 
May  27,  1863.     (Pp.  282-283,  O.  R.  37)  : 

"At  10.04  a.  m.  on  tlie  22d  (May,  1863)  a  storming  party  composed  of  50 
volunteers  from  each  brigade  of  the  division,  bearing  the  colors  of  my  head- 
quarters and  followed  by  my  troops  in  column,  charged  down  the  narrow,  deep- 
cut  road  upon  a  bastion  of  the  enemy's  works.  They  were  instructed  to  bear 
to  the  left  and  cross  the  curtain  of  the  ditch  as  the  salient  could  not  be  bridged. 
They  made  a  footpath  at  the  salient,  by  which  Capt.  John  H.  Groce,  command- 
ing, Lieut.  O'Neal,  Pvt.  Trogden,  the  color  bearer,  and  others  crossing,  climbed 
half  way  up  the  exterior  slope,  and  planted  the  flag  upon  it  unfurled.  ♦  *  *  I 
Inclose  a  list  of  the  volunteer  storming  party  from  this  brigade." 

(Note. — A  list  of  the  men  of  the  Second  Division,  Fifteenth  Arinj^  Corps,  who 
formed  the  storming  party  in  the  assault  on  the  works  of  Vickslmrg,  Miss.,  May 
22,  1863,  will  be  found  on  pages  62  to  64,  hi  part  1,  volume  52,  series  1,  O.  R. 
of  the  Union  and  C/onfederate  Armies.) 

Volunteer  storming  party,  May  22,  1863,  Vicksburg,  Miss. : 


1075.  Albert,  Christian. 

1076.  Archinal,  William. 

1077.  Armstrong,  Clinton  L. 

1078.  Ayres,  E>avid. 

1079.  Ayres,  John  G.  K. 

1080.  Barringer,  William  H. 

1081.  Bickford,  Matthew. 

1082.  Blasdell,  Thomas  A. 

1083.  Bowen,  Emmer. 

1084.  Brown,  Uriah. 

1085.  Buckley,  John  C. 

1086.  Buhrman,  Henry  G. 

1087.  Bumgarner,  WilUam. 

1088.  Campbell,  William. 

1089.  Chisman,  William  W. 

1090.  Conaway,  John  W. 

1091.  Cox,  Robert  M. 

1092.  Cunningham,  James  S. 

1093.  Davis,  Martin  K. 

1094.  Day,  David  F. 

1095.  De  Witt,  Richard  W. 

1096.  Eceks,  John  N. 

1097.  Fisher,  John  H.** 

1098.  Flynn,  James  E. 

1099.  Frantz,  Joseph. 
1156.  Eraser  William  W. 

1100.  Frey,  Franz. 

1101.  Frizzell,  Henry  F. 

1102.  Geschwind,  Nicholas.* 

1103.  Goldsberg,  Andrew  E. 

1104.  Gould,  Newton  T. 

1105.  Gwinn,  Thomas. 

1106.  Harris,  Sampson. 

1107.  Helms,  David  H. 

1108.  Henry,  James. 

1109.  Hunt,  Lewis  T. 

1110.  Hyatt,  Theodore. 
3111.  Jardine,  James. 

1112.  John,  WiUiam. 

1113.  Johns,  Ellsha. 

1114.  Johnson,  Andrew. 


1115.  Johnston,  David. 

1116.  Jones,  David. 

1117.  Labia,  Jos^jh  S. 

1118.  Larrabee,  James  W.»* 

1119.  Longshore,  WlUiam  H. 

1120.  Lower,  Robert  A. 

1121.  McClelland,  James  M. 

1122.  McCornack,  Andrew. 

1123.  McGhm,  Edward. 

1124.  McConagle,  Wilson. 

1125.  Miller,  Jacob. 

1126.  Morford,  Jerome. 

1127.  North,  Jasper  N. 

1128.  O'Dea,  John. 

1129.  Overturf,  Jacob  H. 

1130.  Parsons,  Joel. 

1131.  Pearsall,  Piatt. 

1132.  Reed,  William. 

1133.  Renninger,  Louis. 

1134.  Rock,  Frederick. 

1135.  Rundle,  Charles  W. 

1136.  Sanford,  Jacob. 

1137.  Schenck,  Benjamin  W. 
1188.  Schmauch,  Andrew. 

1139.  Schnell,  Christian. 

1140.  Smalley,  Reuben. 

1141.  Sprague,  Benona. 

1142.  Stelnmetz,  William. 

1143.  Stockman,  George  H.* 

1144.  Stoltz,  Frank. 

1145.  Summers,  James  C. 

1146.  Sweghelmer,  Jacob. 

1147.  Toomer,  William. 

1148.  Trogden,  Howell  G.* 

1149.  Wagner,  John  W. 

1150.  Ward,  Thomas  J. 

1151.  Warden,  John. 

1152.  Welsh,  Edward. 

1153.  Widick,  Andrew  J. 

1154.  Wortlck,  Joseph, 

1155.  Wood,  Richard  H. 
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Case  No.  1068   (395058).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863.     Carried  and  fired 

cannon  through  embrasure. 

Adjutant  general's  record  of  Octol)er  23,  1894,  shows  these  men  to  have  been 
with  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Battery,  Illinois  Light  Artillery;  enrolled  1862 
to  muster  out  1865. 

Records  also  show.  May  22,  1863,  one  brass  p/ece  was  advanced  by  the  bat- 
tery and  fired  through  the  embrasure,  at  Vicksburg,  Miss. 

Patrick  H.  White,  late  captain  Chicago  Mercantile  Battery,  in  letter  of 
>Jovember  5,  1894,  states  that  the  acts  were .  performed  by  list  and  same  were 
voluntary. 

Five  medals  issued  January  15,  1895. 
1068.  White,  Patrick  H.  1071.  McGuire,  Patrick. 

lOeO.  Dunne,  James.  1072.  Stephens,  William  G. 

1O70.  Kloth,  Charles  H. 

Case  No.  1073   (478246).     Vicksburg,  Miss,,  May  22,  1863.     Carried  and  fired 

cannon  through  embrasure. 

Capt.  White  applies  for  medal  honor  for  1073. 

Application  indorsed  by  Lieut.  F.  T.  Meachem,  Chicago  Mercantile  Battery, 
April  25,  1897. 

Adjutant  general's  record.  May  5,  1897,  shows  1073  to  have  been  a  member 
of  this  battery. 

One  medal  issued  July  20,  1897. 

1073.  Kretsinger,  George. 

Case  No.  1074   (504860).     Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863.     Carried  and  fired 

cannon  through  embrasure. 

1074  applied  for  meiial  honor,  having  learned  that  medals  had  been  issued  to 
1073  and  1068  et  al.  January  4,  1898. 

Adjutant  general,  January  18,  1898,  gives  military  record. 

Secretary  of  War  Alger,  March  22,  1898,  awards  medal. 

One  medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

1074.  Putnam,  Winthrop  D. 

Case  No.  1159.  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  May  22,  1863.     Saved  regimental  flag;  also 

seized  and  threw  a  shell  with  burning  fuse  from  among  his  comrades. 

Statement  of  Maj.  Bering,  Forty-eighth  Ohio. 

Report  of  Col.  Sullivan,  August  4,  1863. 

Statement  of  ('apt.  Posegate,  supported  by  three  other  officers  of  the  regiment 

Assistant  Secretary*  of  War  Doe,  February  19,  1895,  orders  issue,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  President,  for  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  saving  flag  of  Forty- 
eighth  Ohio  Infantry,  and  also  for  throwing  from  among  his  comrades  shell 
\vith  burning  fuse;  same  place,  same  day. 

Medal  Lssued  February  25,  1895. 

1159.  Carman,  Isaac, 

C^ase  No.  947.     Big  Shanty,  or  Mitchell  Raiders,  or  Engine  Stealers,  19  medals. 

Items  Nos.  932  to  950.  both  inclusive 

Action:  April,  3862. 

Date  of  issue:  See  Official  List  of  Medals  of  Honor. 

Groimd  of  award:  "One  of  22  men  (including  2  civilians)  who,  by  direc- 
tion of  Gen,  Mitchell  (of  Buell),  penetrated  nearly  200  miles  south  into  the 
enemy's  territory  and  capture<l  a  railroad  train  at  Big  Shanty,  (Ja.,  In  an 
attempt  to  destroy  the  bridges  and  track  between  Chattanooga  and  Atlanta.** 

Circumstances :  An  expedition  of  22  or  24  men,  including  its  lender,  Mr.  J.  J. 
Andrews,  a  citizen  of  Kentucky,  planned  to  reach  a  i)olnt  on  the  Georgia  State 
Railroad  between  Atlanta  and  Chattanooga  and  seize  a  locomotive  and  train 
and  dash  back  in  the  direction  of  Chattanooga,  cutting  the  telegraph  wires 
and  burning  the  bridges  behind  them  as  they  advanced  until  they  reached  their 
own  lines.  The  evidence  found  secerns  to  unite  In  showing  that  22  of  the  party 
arrived  at  the  rendezvous  in  Chattanooga  and  actually  entered  the  enemy's 
country  and  took  part  in  the  subseciuent  operations  of  the  expedition.  Two 
were  civilians  and  the  remaining  20  were  soldiers.  They  succeeded  in  captur- 
ing the  train,  but  were  cjiught  after  running  about  100  miles  and  forc«»d  to 
abandon  their  cars  and  flee  to  the  woods,  and  the  whole  22  were  captured. 
The  records,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover,  show  that  eight  of  these 
men  were  executed  as  spies,  as  given  in  the  following  list : 
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Andrews,  J.  J.,  citizen  of  Kentucky,  leader. 
Campbell,  William,  citizen  of  Kentucky. 
Ross,  Marion  A.,  Company  A,  Second  Ohio. 
Robertson,  Samuel,  Company  G,  Thirty-third  Ohio. 
Scott,  John,  Company  K,  Twenty-first  Ohio. 
Shadrack,  Perry  G.,  Company  K,  Second  Ohio. 
Slavens,  Samuel.  Thirty-third  Ohio. 
Wilson,  Goorjje  D.,  Company  B,  Second  Ohio. 

Eight  escaped  in  October,  1862  : 

Brown,  W.  W.  Porter,  J.  R. 

Dorsey,  D.  A.  Wilson,  J.  A. 

Hawkins,  M.  J.  Wood,  Mark. 

Knight,  William.  W^oolan,  John. 

Six  were  exchanged  in  March,  1863,  as  follows : 
Bensinger,  William.  Parrott,  Jacob. 

Buffam,  Robert.  Pitteng^r,  William. 

Mason,  E.  H.  Reddick,  William. 

Medals  of  honor  were  issued  to  the  above  14,  who  returned  to  their  own  lines, 
and  to  the  heirs  or  relatives  of  4  of  those  who  were  executed,  making  a  total  of 
18.  The  ofhelal  list,  however,  shows  19  medals  to  have  been  issued,  the  addi- 
tional one  being  to  James  Smith,  Company  I,  Second  Ohio,  the  only  evidence 
so  far  found  justifying  this  being  a  letter  from  his  father  stating  that  he  was 
a  member  of  the  raiding  party. 

The  report  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  on  this  expedition  will  be  found 
in  volume  10,  part  1,  Records  of  the  War  of  the  Rebellion,  pages  630  et  seq. 

Incloses  letter  of  Gen.  (?anby  to  Gen.  Rosecrans,  with  reference  to  another 
survivor  of  secret-service  expedition  sent  out  by  Gen.  Mitchell  in  April.  1862; 
placed  on  same  footing  as  other  men  of  party. 

Ricloses  $100  draft  and  requests  receipt. 

Nineteen  medals  issued  July  6,  1864. 

Big  Shanty  Raid,  Georgia,  April,  1862. 

932.  Bensinger,  William.  942.  Riddick,  William  H. 

933.  Brown,  Wilson.  943.  Robertson,  Samuel. 

934.  Buffum,  Robert.  944.  Ross,  Marion  A. 

935.  Dorsey,  Daniel  A.  945.  Scott,  John  M. 

936.  Hawkins,  Martin  J.  946.  Slavens,  Samuel. 

937.  Knight,  William.  947.  Smith,  James. 

938.  Mason,  Elihu  H.  948.  Wilson,  John  A. 

939.  Parrott,  Jacob.  949.  Wollam,  John. 

940.  Pittinger,  William.  950.  Wood,  Mark. 

941.  Porter,  John  R. 

Cases  Nos.  1308,  1294,  and  1776. 

Lees  Mills,  Va.,  April  16,  1862. 

Report  of  W.  G.  Veazey,  lieutenant  colonel  commanding  Third  Vermont 
Volunteers,  giving  list  of  officers  and  men  in  compliance  w^ith  circular  from 
headquarters  Army  of  the  Potomac,  July  23,  1862. 

Personal  letter  to  Gov.  Proctor  from  T.  S.  Peck. 

Recommended  by  Gen.  Schofield,  August  6,  1891. 

Three  medals  issued  August  17,  1891. 

1308.  Scott,  JuUen  A. 

1294.  Pingree,  Samuel  B. 

1776.  Seaver,  Thomas  O. 

Case  No.  1752.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864. 

Letter  of  1752  to  Congressman  J.  C.  Burroughs,  dated  December  24,  1895. 

Col.  Alnsworth  gives  record,  January  9,  1896. 

Indorsement  Secretary  of  War,  January  23,  1896,  recommends  medal  for  most 
dlstlngui.shed  gallantry  in  action  at  Hatchers  Run,  Va.,  October  27,  1864. 

One  medal  issued  January  29,  1896. 

1752.  Woodruff,  Alonzo. 
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Case  1058.    Under  severe  fire  succored  superior  officer. 

Bull  Run,  Va.,  July  21,  1861. 

Letter  dated  December  10,  1894,  from  James  0*Donnell  to  Secretary  of  War. 

Col.  Alnsworth,  December  29, 1^4,  gives  official  record. 

1058  acknowledges  receipt  of  medal  January  11,  1895,  in  supercilious  letter. 

Gen.  O.  B.  Wilcox,  December  19,  1894,  narrates  the  exploits  of  No.  1058, 
page  3. 

Indorsement  Secretary  of  War.  Medal  Issued  by  direction  of  President,  dis- 
tinguished gallantry,  voluntarily  remaining  on  field  under  heavy  fire  to  aid 
and  succor  his  superior  officer  battle  Bull  Run,  Va. 

One  medal  issued  January  7,  1895. 

1058.  Withlngton,  William  H. 

Case  No.  1761.    Saved  lives  of  comrades. 

Peachtree  Creek,  Ga.,  July  20.  1864. 

Request  of  brother  of  No.  1751  on  Secretary  of  War. 

Affidavit  of  William  Brent,  captain  of  No.  1751. 

Personal  letter  of  brother  to  No.  1751. 

Col.  Alnsworth  incloses  record  of  1751,  dated  May  19,  1894. 

Assistant  Secretary  Doe,  May  24,  1894,  directed  medal  to  be  issued :  "  Let 
medal  of  honor  be  issued  to  1751  for  volunteering  to  go  beyond  the  line  of  battle 
to  observe  the  enemy,  and  aiding  a  wounded  comrade  at  the  battle  of  Peach- 
tree  Creek,  Ga.,  July  20,  1864." 

One  medal  issued  June  19,  1894. 

1751.  Williams,  William  H. 

Case  1210.    Rescue  of  wounded. 

Antietam,  Md.,  September  17,  1862. 

Personal  request,  letter  dated  November  25,  1873,  of  No.  1210  to  Gen.  B.  F. 
Butler. 

First  indorsement  gives  report.  Gen.  Parke,  Ninth  Corps,  forwards  list  of 
68  names,  among  which  was  No.  121t).  Instrumental  in  saving  lives  of  some  of 
his  comrades  at  the  risk  of  his  own. 

Adjutant  General  gives  record  and  states  he  is  entitled  to  medal. 

Medal  directed  to  be  Issued  by  Secretary  of  War. 

Copy  of  letter  from  Secretary  Belknap  to  1210  stating  that  he  is  entitled  to 
medal. 

Medal  issued  February  21,  1874. 

1210.  Whitman,  Frank  M. 

Case  1330.    Rescue  wounded. 

Stone  River,  Tenn.,  December  31,  1862, 

Letter  to  Adjutant  General  from  Congressman  Charles  Curtis,  December  14, 
1897. 

Letter  from  Edwin  Nicker,  lieutenant  and  adjutant.  Fifteenth  Indiana  Vol- 
unteera 

Letter  E.  M.  Burns,  Company  C,  Fifteenth  Indiana  Volunteers,  hospital 
steward. 

Letter  from  Albert  Fullum,  L.  J.  Bryant,  John  M.  Comparut,  lieutenant 
colonel,  Fifteenth  Indiana  Volunteers. 

Statement  of  No.  1330. 

Adjutant  General's  record,  December  19,  1897, 

Secretary  of  War  R.  A.  Alger  directs  medal  to  be  presented  for  **most  con- 
spicuous bravery  by  going  to  the  front  line  of  battle  when  brigade  was  engaged 
In  a  desperate  contest  and  unaided  carried  to  rear  several  wounded  and  helpless 
comrades.'* 

Medal  issued  April  4,  1898. 

1330.  Whitehead,  John  M. 
Case  No.  974  (A.  G.  O.  452946).    Vlcksburg,  Miss.,  April  27,  1863.    Voluntarily 

acted  as  fireman  on  steam  tug;  ran  blockade;  passed  batteries  under  fire. 

Records  and  Pen.sions  Division  gives  report  of  this  case. 

Medal  awarded,  direction  President,  Secretary  of  War's  indorsement,  June  30, 
1896. 

Three  medals  issued  July  8,  1896. 

974.  Burrltt,  William  W. 

1007.  Casey,  Henry. 

1502.  Vemay,  James  D, 
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Case  No.  96o  (A.  G.  O.  1193993).    Vlcksburg,  MIm^  May  3,  1863.    Volnnteered 

and   attempted  to  run  enemy*s  batteries  with  steam  tug  and  two  barges 

loaded  with  subsistence  stores. 

Military  Secretary's  office  makes  full  exi^anation  of  the  drcumstanfes  in 
the  case  of  966,  and  will  apply  equally  to  other  men  included  in  this  case. 

Also,  medals  of  honor  awarded  to  two  other  members  of  the  expedition^ 
January,  1895,  Capt.  William  H.  Ward,  Company  B,  Forty-seventh  Ohio,  and 
Asst.  Surg.  Andrew  Davidson,  of  said  regiment,  upon  the  same  showing  of  thik 
records  as  in  present  case. 

965.  Ballen,  Frederick.  969.  Sype,  Peter. 

966.  Hack,  John.  1503.  Ward,  William  H. 

967.  Hodges,  Addison  J.  1008.  Davidson,  Andrew. 
^68.  Nash,  Henry. 

Case  No.  2177.     Saved  gun,  Bentonville,  N.  C,  March  19,  1865. 

Letter  Brig.  CJen.  J.  S.  Robinson,  March  30,  1865,  cites  report  of  CoL  F.  H. 
West,  commanding  Thirty-flrst  Wisconsin  Infantry. 

Reeommendeil  for  medial  and  approved  by  Brig.  Gen.  C).  S.  Williams. 

Letter  of  Secretary  of  War,  May  29,  1865,  to  John  Potts,  chief  clwk  War 
Department :  orders  issue. 

Medal  issued  June  16,  1865. 

2177.  Anderson,  Peter. 

Case  No.  2054.     Captureil  flag  Thirty-flrst  Georgia  Infantry,  Petersburg,   Va., 

July  3,  1863. 

L.  C.  Brackett.  captain  and  aid-de-camp  to  Gen.  Wilcox,  letter  dated  May  11, 
1865,  re<*onmieiul8  2054,  who  turned  over  to  him  one  rebel  flag  and  staff  of 
another. 

Maj.  (4en.  (>.  B.  Wilcox,  In  extract  letter  dated  May  17,  1865,  reconunends 
2054  for  me<lnl  of  honor. 

One  medal  issuetl  July  3,  1865. 

2054.  Oliver,  ("harles. 

Case  ia53   (A.  (5.  O.  506580).    Capture  of  flags.  Battle  of  Front  Royal,  Va^ 

August  15.  1864. 

Indorsement  on  envelope  of  E.  M.  Stanton  dlrei'ts  Col.  Townsend  to  issue 
medals  for  brave  and  distinguished  services  at  the  Battle  of  Front  Royal,  where 
they  captured  two  stands  of  rebel  colors. 

Adjutant  General  to  chief  clerk  directs  preparation  of  medals  of  honor  for 
the  three  named. 

Individual  fiecelpts  Inclosed. 

Three  medals  l8sue<t  August  26,  1864. 

la^S.  Kelley,  Thomas, 

l&V^.  Leslie.  Frank. 

1663.  Mandy,  Harry  J. 

Case  1991  (A.  A.  K.  534-69).     Flags  captured  by  Sixth  Corps.  Petersburg,  Va^ 

April  2-6,  1865. 

Gen.  Meade  In  letter,  April  18,  1865,  reports  19  'battle  flags  d^^tnred  and  2 
guidims.  Gives  list  of  captors  and  recommends  medals  of  honor  In  each  Instance 
In  recognition  of  their  gallantry. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  delivery  of  medals  to  inclosed  list 

Nineteen  me<lals  Issued  May  10,  1865, 
1991.  Fesq,  Frank.  2000.  Hack,  Lester  G. 

1955.  Brant,  William.  2031.  Marquette,  Charles. 

1980.  Dockum,  Warren.  2076.  Shubert,  Frank. 

1996.  Giflford,  Benjamin.  2036.  McMiHen,  Francis  M. 

1995.  Gibbs.  Wesley.  2012.  James,  Isaac. 

2085.  Taggert,  Charles  A.  1951.  BUckensderfer,  MUton. 

2091.  Welch,  RlchanL  2028.  Loyd,  George. 

1982.  DoIlofT,  (^harles,  2017.  Keough,  John. 

2^)43.  .Mitchell,  Theodore.  197L  ConneH,  Trustrlm. 

2032.  Matthews,  :Mllton. 
Case  1619  (A.  (J.  O.  5(«867).    Capture  of  flags,  Atlanta  Campaign,  May  4  to 

September  8,  18(U. 
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February  28»  1865,  Maj.  Gen.  George  H.  Thomas  transmits  list  accompanying 
captured  flags  and  swords  by  the  Army  of  the  Cumberland,  with  several  cai)- 
tured  In  the  battle  before  Nashville. 

Secretary  of  War  directs  chief  clerk  to  have  medals  prepared  for  inclosed 
Ust 

Five  medals  Issued  April  7,  1865. 
1619.  Box.  Thomas.  1665.  Mattlngly,  Henry  B. 

1622.  Buckley,  Dennis.  1697.  Tyrrell,  George. 

1656.  Kuder.  Jeremiah. 

Case  1652  (A.  G.  O.  515887).    Capture  of  flags,  Franklin,  Tenn.,  November  30, 

1864. 

Nine  stands  of  colors  captured  from  the  enemy  by  the  Twenty-thinl  Army 
Corps. 

List  of  actual  captors. 

Volume  45,  part  1,  page  347,  Rebellion  Records,  Gen.  Schofield  In  report  to 
Gen.  Thomas,  January  31,  1865,  gives  list  of  actual  captors  of  flags  to  whom 
special  honor  Is  accorded. 

Letter  Adjutant  (General,  February  3,  1865,  to  chief  clerk  to  prepare  medals 
to  be  presented  to  list  for  gallantry  in  capture  of  rebel  flags  at  the  battle  of 
Franklin,  Tenn. 

Seven  medals,  issued,  February  3,  1865. 
1652.  Kelley,  George  V.  1640.  Greenawalt,   Abraham. 

1621.  Brown,  John  H.  1641.  Hall,  Newton  H. 

1631.  Davis,  Joseph  G.  1684.  Ricksecker,  J.  H. 

1637.  Gaunt,  J.  C. 

Case  865  (A.  G.  O.  264P-1869).     Indian  Campaign,  August  13-()ctober  31,  1868. 

Scouts  and  actions  \^ith  Indians  in  Arizona,  1868 ;  August  to  October,  1868 ; 

April  29,  1868 ;  and  November,  1868. 

(Jen.  B.  O.  C  Ord,  report  dated  March  11,  1869,  recommends  list  for  medals 
or  certificates;  Incloses  circular  dated  October  31,  1868.  Recommends  Lieut. 
Somerby  for  brevet  and  Charles  Gardner  for  medal. 

Gen.  Sherman^  May  26,  1869,  In  indorsement,  recommaKls  to  the  Secretary 
of  War  that  medals  be  sent  parties  named. 

Report  Lieut.  A.  B.  Wells,  November  13,  1868. 

Lieut  Karge's  report,  May  1, 1868,  especially  recommends  James  Reed. 

Approved  June  2,  1869,  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Thirty-eight  medals  issued  July  24,  1869. 

Indian  Campaign,  August  13  to  October  31,  1868  (A.  G.  O.  264P-1869). 

865.  Bertram,  Heinrlch.  884.  Keenan,  John. 

866.  Brophy,  James.  885.  Knaak,  Albert. 

867.  Burke,  Patrick  J.  886.  Lawrence,  James. 

868.  Carroll,  Thomas.  887.  Little,  Thomas. 

869.  Carter,  George.  888.  McBrlde,  Bernard. 

870.  Crundle,  Charles.  889.  McDonald,  Jamea 

871.  Daily,  Charles.  890.  McKlnley,  Daniel. 

872.  Dougherty,  William.  891.  McVeagh,  Charles  H. 

873.  DowUng,  James.  892.  Miller,  George  W. 

874.  Falcott,  Henry.  893.  O'Callaghan,  John. 

875.  Farren,   Daniel.  894.  O'Regan,  Michael. 

876.  Folly,  William  H.  895.  Phife,   Lewis. 

877.  Foran,  Nicholas.  896.  Reed,  James  C. 

878.  Gardner,  Charles.  897.  Shaffer,  William. 

879.  Gay,  Thomas  H.  898.  Strivson,  Benoni. 

880.  Golden,  Patrick.  899.  Sutherland,  John  A. 

881.  Hall,  John.  900.  Weaher,  Andrew  J. 

882.  Heise,  Clamor.  901.  Whitcome,  Joseph. 

883.  Higgins,  Thomas  P.  902.  Wortman,  George  C. 

Case  1429  (A.  G.  O.,  521756).    Capture  flags  Lookout  Mountain,  Tenn.,  November 

24, 1863. 

Letter  Gen.  H.  A.  Barnum,  June  24,  1865,  to  Adjutant  General  recommends 
medals  of  honor  be  awarded  for  gallant  conduct  displayed  In  capturing  battle 
flags. 
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Receipt  of  Gen.  Barnum,  June  28,  1865,  for  three  medals  named. 
Three  medals  issued  June  24,  1865. 
1429.  Potter,  Norman  P. 
1427.  Kapesser,  Peter. 
1421.  Goettel,  PhlUp. 

Case  1639  and  17  others  (517807).    Nashville,  Tenn.,  December  16, 1864. 

Basis  of  award  will  be  found  in  volume  45,  Rebellion  Records,  Battle  of 
Franklin. 

Pencil  memorandum  of  Lieut  Col.  Barnes,  Ninety-seventh  Ohio,  reports  cap- 
ture of  battle  flag  by  No.  1680. 

CoL  Richard  reports  capture  of  a  United  States  guidon  from  a  rebel  battery 
by  No.  1586,  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  Ohio  Volunteers. 

Secretary  of  War,  February  22,  1865,  Instructs  John  Potts,  chief  clerk.  War 
Department,  to  issue  medals  of  honor  to  list  for  gallantry  in  capturing  rebel 


1674. 
1678. 
1680. 
1690. 
1691. 
1693. 
1694. 


Moore,  Wilbur  F. 
Parks,  James  W. 
Ransbottom,  Alfred; 
Simmons,  William  T. 
Sloan,  Andrew  J. 
Smith,  Otis  W. 
Stokes,  George. 


Individual  receipts  of  medals. 
Medals  issued  February  24,  1865. 

1639.  Gere,  Thomas  P. 
1586.  Carr,  Franklin. 
1626.  Colwell,  Oliver. 
1624.  Collins,  Harrison. 
1636.  Garrett,  WiUiam. 
1646.  Holcomb,  Daniel  I. 
1651.  Kaltenbach,  Luther. 

1666.  May,  William. 

1667.  McOleary,  Charles  H. 

Case  No.   1118.     Volunteer  storming  party,  Vlcksburg,   Miss.,  May    22,   1863 

(358970-93). 

March  16,  1893,  application  of  Veteran  Association,  Fifty-fifth  Illinois  Volun- 
teers, for  surviving  members  who  took  part  In  the  "  storming  party." 

Col.  Alnsworth,  Chief  of  the  Records  Division,  gives  official  extracts. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  August  18,  1893,  directs  issue  of  medals. 

Six  medals  issued  September  2,  1893. 


1699.  Welch,  George  W. 


1118.  Larabee,  James  W. 
1136.  Sanford,  Jacob. 
1151.  Warden,  John. 


1097.  Fisher,  John  H. 
1120.  Lower,  Robert  A. 
1126.  Morford,  Jerome. 


Case  No.  1992.  Capture  of  flags. 

Sailors  Creek,  Va.,  April  6, 1865. 

Gen.  George  G.  Meade,  in  report  of  April  16,  1865,  sends  15  flags  with  cap- 
tors, 14  of  which  were  captured.  Gives  list  of  officers  and  men  and  recommends 
that  medals  of  honor  be  presented  to  each  of  them. 

Asst.  Adjt.  Gen.  Townsend  notifies  Gen.  Meade  that  medals  of  honor  were 
awarded  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  above  list  for  gallantry  in  capturing 
fiags  from  the  enemy  and  engagements  resulting  in  the  surrender  of  the  Army 
of  Northern  Virginia. 

Eleven  medals  of  honor  issued  May  10,  1865. 


2019.  Kline,  Henry. 
1949.  Bennett,  Orren  N. 
2038.  Menter,  John  W. 
2004.  Haynes,  Ashbury  F. 
2058.  Phillips,  Joslah. 


1992.  Ford,  G.  W. 
2064.  Ridden,  R. 
2001.  Haggerty,  Asel. 
1957.  Brest,  Lewis  F. 
1967.  Chapman,  John. 
2046.  Mundle,  Walter  L. 

Case  No.  1017  and  39  others  (2767,  A.  G.  O.  73)    (1420,  A.  G.  O.  75).    Engage- 
ments with  Apaches,  1872-73  and  1875. 
Letter  of  Gen.  Crook,  February  22,  1875,  with  lists. 
Indian  campaigns  1872  to  April  9,  1873. 

Two  reports  of  Capt.  Chilson,  July  16,  1873,  and  July  1,  1874. 

General  Order  No.  9,  August  5,  1873,  Gen.  Pope,  Department  of  Missouri, 

commander. 
Medals  recommended  by  Gens.  Pope  and  Sherman. 
Thirty-nine  medals  ordered,  issued  March  25,  1875. 
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GtiUant  conduct  during  the  different  campaigns  against  and  engagements  with 
the  Apaches  during  the  winter  of  1872-73,  closing  April  9,  1873.  (1420  A.  G.  O. 
3875.) 

1017.  Day,  William  L.,ftrst  sergeant,  Company  E,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

1018.  Beauford,  Clay,  Companv  B. 

1019.  Turpln,  James  H.,  Company  L. 

1020.  Blair,  James,  Company  I,  First  Cavalry. 

1021.  Orr,  Moses,  sergeant,  Company  I. 

1022.  Hyde,  Henry  J.,  Company  M. 

1023.  Hlnemann.  Lehmunn  H.,  Company  L. 

1024.  Von  Medem.  Gustave,  Company  A,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

1025.  Bailey,  James  E.,  corporal,  Company  E. 

1026.  Huff,  J.  W.,  Company  L,  First  Cavalry . 

1027.  Osborn,  William,  Company  M. 

1028.  Barrett,  Kklmrd,  first  sergeant,  Cknnj)any  A,  First  Cavalry. 

1029.  Hill,  James  M.,  Company  A,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

1080.  Allen,  William,  Comptmy  I,  Twenty-third  Infantry. 

1031.  Bishop,  Daniel,  sergeant.  Company  A,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

1032.  Stanley,  Eben,  private.  Company  A. 

1033.  Lenihan,  James,  Company  K. 

1034.  Hooker,  George,  Company  K. 

1035.  Hill,  Frank  E.,  corporal,  Company  E. 

1036.  Hoover,  Samuel,  bugler.  Company  A,  First  Cavalry. 

1037.  Martin,  Patrick,  sergeant,  Company  G,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

1038.  Deary,  George,  Company  L. 

1039.  Taylor,  Bernard,  Company  A. 

1040.  Morris.  J.  L.,  first  sergeant.  Company  C.  Eighth  Cavalry. 

1041.  Lytle,  L.  S.*  sergeant.  Company  C. 

1042.  Sheerln,  John,  blacksmith,  Company  C. 

978.  Achesay.  sergeant.  Sierra  Blanca  Apaches. 

979.  Blankuet,  private,  Sierra  Blanca  Apaches. 

980.  Chlqulto,  private,  Sierra  Blanca  Apaches. 

981.  Elsatsoosu,  corporal,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

982.  Jim,  sergeant,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

983.  Kelsay,  private,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

984.  Kosoha,  private,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

985.  Machol,  private.  Sierra  Blanca  Apaches. 

986.  Nannasaddl,  private,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

987.  Nantaje,  private,  Aravaypa  Apaches. 

988.  Bratling,  Frank,  corporal.  Company  C,  Eighth  Cavalry. 

989.  Wills,  Henry,  private,  Company  C. 

1944.  Baker,  John,  private.  Company  K,  Fifth  Cavalry. 

Hanlon,  Thomas,  corporal.  Company  G,  Fifth  Cavalry  (deserted  September 
30,  1873). 

Bross,  Albert,  private,  Cotapany  K.  Fifth  Cavalry  (deserted  February  4, 
1874). 

Case  No.  1S68  and  41  others.    Near  Richmond,  Va.,  October  — ,  1864. 

Gen.  Butler's  onler,  dated  October  11,  1864,  recommends  medals  specifically 
and  Individually. 

Copy  of  General  Orders,  107,  September  13,  1864,  Headquarters  Department 
of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina,  rei)ort  that  Maj.  Gen.  Butler  reports  capture  of 
battle  flags  and  recommends  three  for  medals  of  honor. 

Personal  letter  of  No.  1868  to  War  Department  requests  medal  of  honor  rec- 
ommended by  Gen.  Butler. 

Medals  ordered  by  Secretary  of  War  Lincoln. 

Medals  issued  May  10,  1884. 

Forty-two  medals  Issued. 

Case  25.    Gallantry  in  action,  etc. 

1868.  Dow,  George  P.  1760.  Bronson,  James  H. 

1582.  Archer,  Lester.  1786.  Buchanan,  George  A, 
1832.  Barnes,  WlUlam  H.  1858.  Buck,  F.  Clarence. 
1756.  Beatty,  Powhatan.  1838.  Flanagan,  Augustine, 

1583.  Belcher,  Thomas.  1595.  Fleetwood,  Christian. 

1584.  Blucher,  Charles.  1840.  Gardner,  James. 
1620.  Brady,  James.  1596.  Gasson,  Richard. 
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1598.  Graul,  William. 
1841.  Grebe,  George  M. 
3643.  HardenI)erKh,  Henry  M. 
3843.  Harris,  Jaines  H. 
1644.  Hiekok,  Nathan  E. 
1600.  Hilton.  Alfred  B. 
1877.  Holland,  Milton  M. 
1879.  James,  Miles. 
1808.  Johmlro,  Franklin. 
1825.  Kelly,  Alexander. 
1810.  Kramer,  Theodore  L. 
1848.  Laing,  William. 
1657.  Leonard,  William  E. 
1882.  Little,  Henry  F.  W. 


1669.  McKown,  Nathaniel  A. 
1772.  Meagher,  Thomas. 
1892.  Plnn,  Robert  A. 
1852.  RatclifiPe,  Edward. 
1895.  Robie.  George  F. 
3854.  Schiller,  John. 
3007.  Se»ton,  Charles  H. 
1740.  Shea,  Joseph  H. 
1687.  Shellenberger,  John  S. 
1608.  Skellie,  Ebenezer. 
3902.  Til  ton,  William. 
1905.  Vanwinkle,  Edward. 
1610.  Veal,  Charles. 
3900.  W^ells,  Henry  S. 


Case  No.  2026  and  two  others.    Capture  of  flags.    Petersburg,  Va.,  April  2,  1865. 

Gen.  George  E.  Meade,  in  letter  dated  April  23,  1865,  reports  capture  of  flags, 
I'etersburg,  April  2,  1865,  and  recommends  medals  of  honor  for  list.  Ninth  Corps, 
furnished  by  commanding  ofllcers. 

MaJ.  Gen.  John  C.  Parke  reports  names  May  9,  1865,  recommending  for  medal 
of  honor  those  who  captured  flags. 

Secretary  of  War  directtni  chief  clerk  to  issue  meilals  for  gallantry  In  captur- 
ing battle  flags  attack  on  Petersburg,  April  2,  1865. 

Individual  receipts,  also. 

Three  medals  issued  May  20,  1865. 

2026.  Lllley,  John. 

3988.  Ewing,  John  C. 

2002.  Harman,  Amzi  D. 

Case  No.  1689  and  three  others.    Nineveh,  Va.,  November  12,  1864. 

A  list  showing  capture  of  flags  Twenty-second  Virginia  Cavalry  and  Fourteenth 
Virginia  Cavalry. 

November  26,  3864,  Townsend,  Assistant  Adjutant  General,  incloses  to  Maj. 
Gen.  P.  H.  Sheridan  medals  of  honor  for  delivery  to  list 

Secretary  of  War  November  19,  1864,  directs  John  Potts,  chief  clerk,  to  cause 
medals  to  be  engraved  for  list. 

Four  medals  issued  November  26,  1864. 
1689.  Shoemaker,  Levi.  1662.  Lyons,  Frederick  A. 

1581.  Adams,  James  F.  1682.  Evans,  Thomas. 

Case   No.    1953.     Capture   of  flags.     Sailors   Creek,   Jetersville,   Appomattox 

Courthouse,  April  6,  1865. 

Gen.  Sheridan  sends  flags  captured.  His  letter  of  April  12,  1865,  incloses  list 
of  captors  and  flags  captured. 

Address  of  Maj.  Gen.  Butler  October  11,  1864,  to  his  army. 

Newspaper  report  of  presentation  of  flags  by  Gen.  Sheridan's  cavalry. 

Adjutant  General  sends  medals  of  honor  for  delivery  to  list  of  nanaes. 

Fifty-four  medals  Issued  May  3,  1865. 

Capture  of  flags.     (A.  G.  O.  511698.) 


1953.  Boon,  Hugh  P. 

1967.  Chapman,  John. 
1945.  Anderson,  Thomas. 
1948.  Benjamin,  J.  F. 
3952.  Bonebrake,  H.  G. 
1958.  Brewer,  William  J. 
1962.  Calkin,  Ivers  S. 

1968.  Clapp,  Albert. 

1974.  Cunningham,  Francis  M. 

1975.  Custer,  Thomas  W. 

1976.  Davldsizer,  J.  V. 
1983.  Donaldson,  John. 

1985.  Elliott,  A.  C. 

1986.  Evans,  Caron  T>. 
1992.  Ford,  George  W. 
1998.  Gribben,  James  H. 
2001.  Hagerty,  Asel. 
2004.  Haynes,  Asbury. 


2006.  Hlgby,  C. 

2007.  Hoffman,  Henry. 

2008.  Holmes,  WllUam  T. 

2009.  Houlton,  William  H. 
2011.  Hughey,  John  P. 
2013.  Jordan,  Absalom. 
2016.  Kenyon,  Samuel  P. 
1655.  Kimball,  Joseph. 
2019.  Kline,  Henry. 

2022.  Landls,  J.  P. 

2024.  Lanfare,  A.  S. 

2025.  Larimer,  Smith. 
2027.  Locke,  Lewis. 

2035.  McElhlnny,  Samuel  O. 
2037.  McWhorter,  Walter  F. 
2039.  Miller,  Frank. 
2045.  Morris,  William. 
2048.  Neville,  E.  M. 
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2051.  Norton,  E.  M. 

2052.  Norton,  J.  R. 

2055.  Payne.  L  C. 

2056.  Peirsol,  .T.  K. 
2060.  Pitman,  George  J. 

2067.  Savacool,  Edwin  F. 

2068.  Schmal,  George  W. 

2069.  Schom,  Charles. 
2071.  Shahand.  E. 


2072.  Shepard,  William. 

2073.  Shield.s,  Bernard. 

2079.  Sova,  J.  E. 

2080.  Stewart,  George  W. 
2083.  Streile,  C. 

2000.  Warfel,  H.  C. 

2094.  Wlneger,  William  W. 
2096.  Wowls,  Daniel  A. 

2095.  Woodall,  W.  H. 


Case  No.  2089  (515629).  Mobile,  Ala.,  operations,  April  9,  1865. 

Maj.  Gen.  (^anby.  May  7,  1865,  reports  flags  captured  and  eaptora;  also  report 
of  casualties.  May  11,  1865. 

Secretary  of  War,  May  25,  1865,  orders  issue  of  medals  of  honor. 

Nine  medals  issued  June  8,  1865. 


2033.  McConnell,  Samuel. 
2040.  Miller,  Henry  A. 
2082.  SUckels,  Joseph. 
2093.  Whltmore,  John. 


2089.  Vifquain  Victor. 
1956.  Bras,  Edgar  A. 
1963.  CaUahan,  John  H. 
2065.  Riley,  Thomas. 
2062.  Rebmann,  George  F. 

Case  No.  1950  (493702).     Macon,  Ga.,  April  16, 1865. 

Report  of  (ien.  J.  H.  Wilson  gives  list  of  captors  and  flags  captured. 

Some  individual  receipts  of  medals. 

Secretary  of  War,  June  7,  1865,  orders  John  Potts,  chief  clerk,  War  Depart^ 
ment,  to  issue  medals  of  honor. 

Twelve  medals  issued  June  17,  1865. 


1950.  Blrdsall,  Horatio  L. 
1947.  Bebb,  Edward  J. 
1946.  Bates,  Norman  F. 
1972.  Cosgriff,  Richard  H. 
1977.  Davis,  John. 
1989.  Fanning,  Nicholas. 


2005.  Hays,  John  H. 
2010.  Hudson,  Aaron  R. 
2041.  Miller,  James  P. 
2044.  Morgan,  Richard  H. 
2084.  Swann,  Charles  A. 
2087.  Tibbets,  Andrew  W. 


Case  No.  2185  (2815-74)   (1821,  Adjutant  General's  Office), 
dian  Territory,  December  2,  1874. 
Report  of  Lieut.  Austin  Henely. 
Recommendations  of  Gen.  Miles,  March  21,  1875. 
Approved  by  Gens.  Sheridan  and  Sherman. 
Secretary  of  War  orders  issue. 
Twenty-one  medals  issued  April  23,  1875. 


Gagely  Creek,  In 


2185.  Ryan,  Dennis. 

2186.  Ay  res,  James.  F. 

2187.  Dawson,  Michael. 

2188.  Gardner,  Peter  W. 

2189.  Hay,  Frederick  S. 

2190.  Hornaday,  Simpson. 

2191.  .Tames,  John. 

2192.  Kelly,  John  J.  H. 

2193.  Kelly,  Thomas. 

2194.  Kitchen,  George  K. 

2195.  Koelpln,  WlUlam. 

Case  No.  1686.  Capture  of  colors. 

Gen.  Sheridan's  Special  Order,  No.  61,  paragraph  6,  October  21,  1864,  orders 
captors  to  Washington. 

Report  October  24,  1864,  gives  names  and  flags  captured. 

Indorsement  gives  list  to  receive  medals  of  honor. 

Ten  medals  issueil  October  26,  1864. 


2196.  Knox,  John  W. 

2197.  Mitchell,  John. 

2198.  Lowthers,  James. 

2199.  Pensyl.  Josiah. 

2200.  Morris,  William  W. 

2201.  De  Armond,  William. 

2202.  Robbins,  Marcus  M. 

2203.  Platten,  Frederick. 

2204.  Sharpless,  Edward  C. 
22(K5.  Tea,  Richard  L. 


1386.  Scofield,  David  H. 
1629.  Crocker,  Ulrich. 
1648.  Hough,  Ira. 
1660.  Love,  George  M. 
1679.  Parks,  Jeremiah. 


1682.  Reigle,  Daniel  P. 
1695.  Sweeney,  James. 
1701.  Woodbury,  Eri  D. 
1700.  Wells,  Thomas  M. 
1611.  Walsh.  .John. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


476 


GENERAL  STAFl^   CORPS  AND   MEDALS  OF   HONOR. 


Case  No.  1925.    Bore  colors  with  great  gallantrj'  In  the  assault  on  Fort  Gregg, 

April  2,  1865. 

Maj.  Gen.  John  Gibbons'   (commanding  Twenty -fourth  Con)s)    report  dated 
1865,  recommends  medal  specifically  for  each  individual. 

Secretary  of  War  orders  issue. 

Fourteen  medals  Issued  May  12,  1865. 
1925.  Curtis,  J.  M.  1601.  Kane,  John. 

1917.  Allen,  Abner  P.  2113.  McGraw,  Thomas. 

1918.  Apple,  Andrew  O.  1935.  McKee,  George. 
2105.  Gardner,  Robert  J.  1934. 

1929.  Highland,  Patrick.  2121. 

1930.  Howard,  James.  1940. 

1931.  Hunter,  Charles  A.  2127. 


McCauslin,  Joseph. 
Thompson,  Freeman  C. 
Tucker,  Allen. 
Van  Mat  re,  Joseph. 


Capture  of  flags.  Fire  Oaks,  Va.,  April 


Case  No.  1990  and  11  others  (510517). 

1, 1865. 

Report  of  George  B.  Halsted,  assistant  adjutant  general,  Fifth  Army  Corps, 

Gen.  Sheridan \s  letter  of  April  23,  1865,  recommends  the  gallant  captors  be 
paid  in  full  and  granted  30  days'  furlough. 

Secretary  of  War  orders  issue  of  medals  of  honor. 

Twelve  medals  issued  May  10,  1865. 
1990.  Fernand,  Albert  E.  2014.  Kauss,  August. 

2020.  Koogle,  Jacob.  1987.  Everson,  Adelbert. 

1984.  Edwards,  David.  2074.  Shipley,  Robert  F. 

2075.  Shopp,  George  J.  2047.  Murphy,  Thomas  J. 

1979.  Delavie,  Hiram  A.  2081.  Stewart,  Joseph. 

1994.  Gardner,  Charles  N.  2070.  Scott,  John  Wallace. 

Case  No.  1353  and  50  others.    Gettysburg,  Pa..  July  3, 1863. 

()tticiarrei>ort  dated  October  17,  1864,  by  Maj.  Gen.  George  G.  Meade,  com- 
manding, and  recommended  for  medals  of  honor. 

Secretary  of  War,  October  26,  1864,  orders  chief  clerk.  War  Department  to 
issue  medals. 

Fifty-one  medals  issued  December  1,  1864. 


1346.  Bacon,  E.  W. 

1347.  Begley,  Terence. 

1348.  Bishop,  Francis  A. 

1349.  Brown,   Charles. 

1350.  Burk,  Michael. 

1351.  Cullen,  Thomas. 
13r>2.  He  (Jnstro,  Joseph  H. 
13.18.  Dore,  George  H.* 
1354.  Ellis,  Horace  A. 
135.1.  Falls,  Benjamin  F. 

1356.  Flynn,  Christopher. 

1357.  Freeman,  Archibald. 

1358.  Hanscom,  M.  C. 
1351).  Ilarboume,  John  H. 

1360.  Harris,  George  W. 

1361.  Hill,  James  S. 

1362.  Hincks,  WiUiam  B. 

1363.  Jellison,  Benjamin  H. 

1364.  Jennings,  James  T. 

1365.  Jones,  William. 

1366.  Kemp,  Joseph. 

1367.  Kindig,  John  M. 

1368.  Marsh,  Albert. 

1369.  Mayberry,  John  B. 

1370.  McCarren,  Bernard. 

1371.  Miller,  John. 

Case  No.  10(50.    Red  River,  Tex.,  September  26  to  28,  1874.    (jallauiry  in  acUon. 
Case  No.  KXn.    Uoil  River,  Tex.,  September  26  to  28,  1874.    Gallantry  in  attack. 

large  party  Cheyennes. 
Case.  No.  1062.  Same  as  above. 


1372.  Monaghan,  Patrick. 

1373.  Morgan,  Lewis. 

1374.  Opel,  John  N. 

1375.  Plowman,  (Jeorge  H. 

1376.  Reid,   Robert. 

1377.  Richmond,   James. 

1378.  Robinson,  John. 

1379.  Robinson,  Thoma.<. 

1380.  Rood,  Oliver  P. 

1381.  Rough t,   Stephen. 

1382.  Rounds,  Lewis  A. 

1383.  Rowe,  Henry  W. 

1384.  Russell.  Charles  L. 

1385.  Schlachter.  Philipp. 

1386.  Sherman,  Marshal. 

1387.  Strausburg,  Bernard  A. 

1388.  Thompson,  James  B. 

1389.  Thompson,  WiUiam  P. 

1390.  Wall,  Jerry. 

1391.  Waller,  Francis  A. 

1392.  Weeks,  John  H. 

1393.  Westerhold,  William. 

1394.  Wiley,  James. 

1395.  Wilkins,  Leander  A. 

1396.  Young,  Benjamin  F. 


1  Colors  (A.  G.  O.  908  B1884).     Dore,  Geo.  H. 
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Case  No.  1063.  Staked  Plains,  Tex.,  November  3,  1874.  Oallrnt  manner  faced 
desperate  Indians. 

Case  No.  1064.  Staked  Plnins,  Tex..  November  5,  1874.  Unn  down  and  killed 
Indians,  etc. 

Case  No.  1065.  Staked  Plains.  Tex.,  December  8,  1874.  Gallantry  long  chase 
after  Indians. 

Case  No.  1066.    Same  as  above. 

Case  No.  1067.     Indian  scout.-.  Staked  I'lains,  Tex.,  September  20,  1874.     Gal- 
lantry In  action. 
Eight  medals  issued  October  13,  1875. 

1060.  Phoenix,  Edwin.  1064.  Comfort,  John  W. 

1061.  McCabe,  William.  1065.  Bergendahl,  Frederick. 

1062.  Mahoney,  Gregory.  1066.  O'Sullivan,  John. 

1063.  Veuve,  Ernest.  1067.  Paine,  Adam. 

Case  No.  1000.    Wichita  River,  Tex.,  September  12,  1874.     (A.  G.  O.  4278-74.) 

Indian  campaigns. 

This  party  Included  four  enlisted  men  and  two  scouts.  Of  the  latter,  a 
memorandum,  2543,  War  Department,  1878.  filed  with  above  Adjutant  Gen- 
eral's Office,  states  no  record  of  the  enlistment  of  scouts  Amos  Chapman  and 
William  Dixon  on  file.  Letter  September  24,  1874,  gives  full  report  of  cir- 
cumstances. 

Medals  awarded  by  direction  of  Secretary  of  War. 

Attached  to  above  papers  is  a  copy  of  General  Order  110,  Adjutant  GeneraFs 
Office,  December  6,  1877,  relative  to  bringing  into  active  operation,  to  take 
effect  June  22,  1874,  the  statutes  of  the  United  States  relative  to  certificates 
of  merit. 

Six  medals  issued  November  7,  1874 

1000.  Woodall,  Zachariah.  1003.  Roth,  Peter. 

1001.  Harrington,  John.  998.  Chapman,  Amos. 

1002.  Smith,  George  W.  999.  Dixon,  William. 

Case  No.  1009  (73140).  Indian  campaign.  Kansas  and  Colorado,  September- 
October.  1868.  Gallant  and  meritorious  throughout  campaigns,  especially  in 
the  combat  of  October  15  and  forced  march  September  23,  24,  and  25  to  the 
relief  of  Forsyth's  scouts,  known  to  be  in  danger  of  anriMlntion  bv  Tndlpn«^. 
February  3,   1898.   report   and   recommendations  of  Lieut.   Gen.   George  A. 

Forsyth. 

Indorsements  same  paper  by  commanding  general  of  the  Army  and  Secretary 

of  War. 

Copies  field  reports  form  part  of  record,  and  in  Inclosure  No.  10  Is  found 

an  extract  from  record  of  events  on  muster  roll  with  reference  to  engagement 

October  15  or  18,  1868. 

One  medal  issued  April  8,  1898. 

1009.  Carpenter,  Louis  H.,  Tenth  United  States  Cavalry. 

Case  No.   1010    (456405).     Drewrys  Bluff.   Va.,   May   15,   1864.     Individually 

demanded  and  received  the  surrender  of  seven  armed  Confederates  concealed 

in  a  cellar,  disarming  and  marching  them  In  as  prisoners  of  war. 

August  10,  1896,  Capt.  E.  L.  Giildings  submits  petition  for  modal  for  this  man 
signe<l  by  Lieut.  Col.  Dalton  and  five  other  officers  of  the  Fortieth  Massachu- 
setts Regiment. 

August  15,  1896,  adverse  action  by  Assistant  Secretary  Doe. 

Additional  petition  from  Fortieth  Massachusetts  Volunteers,  indorsed  August 
18,  1896,  by  Lieut.  Col.  Guy.  V.  Henry,  Third  Cavalry. 

Specific  mention  in  two  extracts  1864-65  orders. 

November  7,  1896,  Assistant  Secretary  Doe  awards  medal. 

One  medal  Issued  November  7,  1896. 

1010.  Cosgrove,  Thomas  F..  Fortieth  Massachusetts  Infantry. 

Case  No.  1804  (A.  G.  O.  510889).     Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864.     Bravery  in 

action.    Rescue  wounded  comrade  under  fire. 

Hon.  W.  B.  Hooker,  Member  of  Congress,  filed  application  of  Col.  Leonard 
with  Adjutant  General's  Office. 
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Application  of  Lieut.  Col.  John  Leonard,  Seventy-second  New  York  Volon- 
teers,  January  24,  1898,  for  medal  of  honor  for  1804 ;  report  of  circumstances  in 
detail. 

February  10,  1898,  affidavit  of  H.  D.  Stoddard,  corporal,  Company  B. 

February  10,  1898,  affidavit  of  Henri  LeFevre  Brov^Ti,  late  sergeant,  Com- 
pany B. 

Alnsworth  submits  record  of  1804. 

March  1,  1898,  Alnsworth  forwards  report  to  Secretary  of  War. 

March  22,  1898,  by  direction  of  President,  Alger,  Secretary  of  War,  awards 
medal — 1804  volunteered,  with  two  or  three  comrades,  to  go  forward  into  the 
forest  and  reconnolter  the  enemy's  position.  Came  Into  contact  with  eoemy, 
was  fired  upon,  and  one  of  the  volunteers  badly  wounded ;  1804  took  wounded 
comrade  upon  his  back  and,  under  fire,  brought  him  within  the  Union  lines. 

One  medal  issued  April  2,  1898,'  for  "  most  distinguished  gallantry  in  action," 
the  following  being  a  statement  of  the  particular  service,  viz : 

"At  the  Wilderness,  Va.,  May  6,  1864,  this  soldier,  then  a  private  In  Company 
B,  Seventy-second  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  upon  call  of  the  regimental 
commander,  with  two  or  three  comrades  volunteered  to  go  forward  in  the 
forest  and  reconnolter  the  enemy's  position.  He  came  into  contact  with  the 
enemy,  was  fired  upon,  and  one  of  the  volunteers  was  badly  wounded  and  help- 
lesa  Young  took  his  wounded  comrade  on  his  back  and,  under  fire,  brought 
him  within  the  Union  lines.** 

1804.  Young,  James  M. 
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EMERGENCY  CURRENCY  ISSUED  AND  RETIRED. 


LETTEB 


FBOM 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 


IN  REGARD  TO 


BMEBGENCY  CXTBItENCY  ISSUED  AND  BETEEtED  SINCE  ATJGTJST  1, 
1914,  AND  THE  AMOUNT  OF  MONEY  IN  CEEtCULATION  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES  AUGUST  1,  1914,  AND  JULY  1,  1919. 


July  24,  1919 .r— Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


Treasury  Department, 
Washirujion,  July  S2,  1919. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  of  July  8,  1919,  transmitted  to  me  bv  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  under  date  of  July  9,  I  submit  the  following: 

Under  the  act  approved  May  30,  1908,  commonly  known  as  the 
Aldrich-Vreeland  Act,  as  amended,  additional  or  emergency  currency 
was  issued,  beginning  on  August  4,  1914,  in  amount  $382,502,645. 
All  of  this  admtional  circulation  was  retired  before  the  close  of  the 
calendar  year  1915.  Authority  for  the  issue  of  such  additional  or 
emergency  currency  expired  by  limitation  on  June  30,  1915. 

No  emergency  currency  has  been  issued  by  the  Federal  reserve 
banks.  However,  such  banks  have  issued  Federal  reserve  bank  notes 
and  Federal  reserve  notes  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  law 
and  under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board. 
None  were  outstanding  August  1,  1914.  The  amounts  of  such  notes 
in  circulation  on  July  1,  1919,  were: 

Federal  reserve  bank  notes $163, 682, 696 

Federal  reserve  notes 2,493,992,462 

The  Treasiury  Department  has  no  intention,  nor,  indeed,  the  power, 
to  retire  or  withdraw  from  circulation  any  thereof,  nor,  as  I  am 
advised,  has  the  Federal  Reserve  Board.  The  Federal  Reserve 
System  was  devised  to  create  an  elastic  currency  which  would  expand 
and  contract  automatically  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
8  D— 66-1— vol  14 68 
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business.  Any  reductions  in  the  amounts  of  Federal  reserve  notes 
outstanding  will  be  in  accordance  therewith.  Federal  reserve  hank 
notes,  for  the  most  part,  h^ve  b«en  issued  to  replace  silver  certificates 
canceled  and  retired  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  oi  the  act  of 
April  23,  1918. 

I  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  the  Treasury  Department  circulation 
statement  for  August  1,  1914,  and  July  1,  1919,  showing  tne  amoimt 
of  money  of  the  Unit^  States  in  circulation  on  the  respective  dates. 
Data  is  not  available  in  the  department  with  respect  to  the  amoimt 
of  money  in  circulation  in  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States. 

Respectfully, 

Carter  Glass, 
Secretary  of  the  Trecisury. 

The  Presidbnt  op  the  Unitbd  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D,  0. 
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66th  Congbess,  1  SENATE  f  Document 

tst  Session.      ]  '  \     No.  60. 


AMERICAN  TROOPS  IN  SIBERIA. 


MESSAGE 

FROM  THB 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

IN  BESPONSE  TO  A  BESOLTTTION  OF  THB  SENATE  AGBEED  TO  JUNE 
23,  1919,  INBOBMING  THB  SENATE  OF  THE  BEASONS  FOB 
SENDING  TTNTTED  STATES  SOLDIEBS  TO  AND  MAINTAINING 
THEM  IN  SIBEBIA. 


JULY  25, 1919. — Read;  ordered  to  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 


The  Whttb  House, 

Washington,  July  22,  1919. 
The  President  of  the  Senate. 

Sm:  For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  and  in  response  to  the 
resolution  adopted  June  23^  1919,  reauesting  the  President  to  inform 
the  Senate,  if  not  incompatible  with  tne  pubuc  interest,  of  the  reasons 
for  sending  United  States  soldiers  to  Siberia,  the  duties  that  are  to 
be  performed  by  these  soldiers,  how  long  they  are  to  remain,  and 
generally  to  advise  the  Senate  of  the  policy  of  the  United  States 
Government  in  respect  to  Siberia  and  the  maintenance  of  United 
States  soldiers  there,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  the  decision  to 
send  American  troops  to  Siberia  was  announced  to  the  press  on 
August  5,  1918,  in  a  Statement  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State, 
of  which  a  copy  is  inclosed. 

This  measure  was  taken  in  conjunction  with  Japan  and  in  concert 
of  purpose  with  the  other  allied  powers,  first  of  all  to  save  the  Czecho- 
slovak armies  which  were  threatened  with  destruction  by  hostile 
armies  apparently  organized  by,  and  often  largely  composed  of 
enemy  prisoners  of  war.  The  second  purpose  in  view  was  to  steady 
any  efforts  of  the  Russians  at  self-defense,  or  the  establishment  of 
law  and  order  in  which  they  might  be  willing  to  accept  assistance. 

Two  regiments  of  Infantry,  with  auxiliary  troops — about  8,000 
eflfectives — comprising  a  total  of  approximately  10,000  men,  were  sent 
under  the  command  of  Maj.  Gen.  William  S.  Graves.  The  troops 
began  to  arrive  at  Vladivostok  in  September,  1918.    Considerably 
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larger  forces  were  dispatched  by  Japan  at  about  the  same  time,  and 
much  smaller  forces  by  others  of  the  allied  powers.  The  net  result 
was  the  successful  reunion  of  the  separated  Czechoslovak  armieB, 
and  the  substantial  eUmination  in  eastern  Siberia  of  the  actdTe 
efforts  of  enemy  prisoners  of  war.  A  period  of  relative  quiet  then 
ensued. 

In  February,  1919,  as  a  conclusion  of  negotiations  begun  early  in 
the  simimer  of  1918,  the  United  States  accepted  a  plan  proposedf  by 
Japan  for  the  supervision  of  the  Siberian  railways  by  an  international 
committee,  under  which  committee  Mr.  John  F.  Stevens  would 
assimie  the  operation  of  the  Russian  Railway  Service  Corps.  In 
this  connection,  it  is  to  be  recalled  that  Mr.  John  F.  Stevens,  in 
response  to  a  request  of  the  provisional  government  of  Russia,  went 
to  Russia  in  the  spring  of  1917.  A  few  months  later  he  was  made 
official  adviser  to  the  minister  of  ways  of  communication  at  Petrograd 
under  the  provisional  ffovemment.  At  the  request  of  the  pro- 
visional government,  ana  with  the  support  of  Mr.  John  F.  Stevens, 
there  was  organized  the  so-called  Russian  Railway  Service  Corps, 
composed  of  American  engineers.  As  originally  organized,  the 
personnel  of  this  corps  constituted  14  skeleton  division  units  as 
known  in  this  country,  the  idea  being  that  these  skeleton  units  would 
serve  as  practical  advisers  and  assistants  on  14  different  seo- 
tions  of  tne  Siberian  Railway,  and  assist  the  Russians  by  their 
knowledge  of  long-haul  probleins  as  known  in  this  country,  and  which 
are  the  i^e  and  not  the  exceptions  in  Siberia. 

Owing  to  the  Bolshevik  uprising,  and  the  general  chaotic  condi- 
tions, neither  Mr.  Stevens  nor  the  Russian  Railway  Service  Corps 
was  able  to  begin  work  in  Siberia  until  March,  1918.  They  have  been 
able  to  operate  effectively  only  since  the  railway  plan  was  adopted 
in  February,  1919. 

The  most  recent  report  from  Mr.  Stevens  shows  that  on  parts  of 
the  Chinese  Eastern  &  Trans-Baikal  Railway  he  is  now  running  six 
trains  a  day  each  way,  while  only  a  httle  while  ago  they  were  only 
able  to  run  that  many  trains  per  week. 

In  accepting  the  railway  plan,  it  was  provided  that  some  protection 
should  be  given  by  the  allied  forces.  Mr.  Stevens  stated  frankly 
that  he  would  not  undertake  the  arduous  task  before  him  unless  he 
could  rely  upon  support  from  American  troops  in  an  emergency. 
Accordingly,  as  provided  in  the  railway  plan,  and  with  the  approval 
of  the  interaUied  committee,  the  military  commanders  in  Siberia 
have  established  troops  where  it  is  necessary  to  maintain  order  at 
different  parts  of  the  line.  The  American  forces  imder  Gen.  Graves 
are  understood  to  be  protecting  parts  of  the  line  near  Vladivostok, 
and  also  on  the  section  aroimd  Verchne  Udinsk.  There  is  also  imder- 
stood  to  be  a  small  body  of  American  troops  at  Harbin.  The  exact 
location  from  time  to  time  of  American  troops  is,  however,  subject 
to  change  by  the  direction  of  Gen.  Graves. 

The  instruction  to  Gen.  Graves  directed  him  not  to  interfere  in 
Russian  affairs  but  to  support  Mr.  Stevens  wherever  necessary.  The 
Siberian  Railway  is  not  only  the  main  artery  for  transportation  in 
Siberia  but  is  the  only  open  access  to  Em^opean  Russia  to-day.  The 
population  of  Siberia,  whose  resources  have  oeen  almost  exhausted  by 
the  long  years  of  war  and  the  chaotic  conditions  which  have  existed 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AMERICAN  TROOPS  IN  SIBERIA.  8 

there,  can  be  protected  from  a  further  period  of  chaos  and  anarchy 
only  by  the  restoration  and  maintenance  of  traffic  on  the  Siberian 
Railwaj. 

Partisan  bands  under  leaders  having  no  settled  connection  with  any 
organized  government,  and  bands  under  leaders  whose  allegiance  to 
any  settled  authority  is  apparently  temporary  and  transitory,  are 
constantly  menacnng  the  operation  of  the  railway  and  the  safety  of 
its  permanent  structures. 

The  situation  of  the  people  of  Siberia  meantime  is  that  they  have 
no  shoes  or  warm  clothing;  they  are  pleading  for  agriciQtural  machin- 
ery and  for  many  of  the  simpler  articles  of  commerce  upon  which 
their  own  domestic  economy  depends  and  which  are  necessary  to 
fruitful  and  productive  industry  among  them.  Having  contributed 
tiieir  quota  to  the  Russian  armies  which  fought  the  central  empires 
for  three  and  one-half  years,  they  now  look  to  the  Allies  and  the 
United  States  for  economic  assistance. 

The  popxilation  of  western  Siberia  and  the  forces  of  Admiral 
Kolchak  are  entirely  dependent  upon  these  railways. 

The  Russian*  authorities  in  this  county  have  succeeded  in  shipping 
large  quantities  of  Russian  supplies  to  Siberia,  and  the  Secretary  of 
War  is  now  contractmg  with  tne  CTeat  cooperative  ^cieties  which 
operate  throughout  European  and  Asiatic  Kussia  to  ship  further 
supplies  to  meet  tiie  needs  of  the  civilian  poptilation.  The  Kolchak 
Government  is  also  endeavoring  to  arrange  for  the  purchase  of  medical 
and  other  Red  Cross  supplies  from  the  War  Department,  and  the 
American  Red  Cross  is  itself  attempting  the  forms  of  relief  for  which 
it  is  organized.  All  elements  of  the  population  in  Siberia  look  to  the 
United  States  for  assistance.  This  assistance  can  not  be  given  to 
the  population  of  Siberia,  and  ultimately  to  Russia,  if  the  purpose 
entertained  for  two  years  to  restore  railway  traffic  is  abandoned.  The 
presence  of  American  troops  is  a  vital  element  in  this  effort.  The 
services  of  Mr.  Stevens  depend  upon  it,  and,  a  point  of  serious  mo- 
ment, the  plan  proposed  by  Japan  expressljr  provides  that  Mr.  Stevens 
and  all  foreign  railway  experts  shall  be  witndrawn  when  the  troops 
are  withdrawn. 

From  these  observations  it  will  be  seen  that  the  purpose  of  the 
continuance  of  American  troops  in  Siberia  is  that  we,  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  great  allied  powers,  may  keep  open  a  necessary 
artery  of  trade  and  extend  to  tne  vast  population  of  Siberia  the  eco- 
nomic aid  essential  to  it  in  peace  time,  but  indispensable  imder  the 
conditions  which  have  followed  the  prolonged  and  exhausting  par- 
ticipation by  Russia  in  the  war  agamst  the  Central  Powers.  This 
participation  was  obviously  of  incalculable  value  to  the  allied  cause, 
and  in  a  very  particular  way  commends  the  exhausted  people  who 
suffered  from  it  to  such  assistance  as  we  can  render  to  bring  about 
their  industrial  and  economic  rehabilitation. 
Verj^  respectfully,  yours, 

WooDBOw  Wilson. 
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Department  op  State, 

August  5,  1918. 
For  the  Press: 

The  Acting  Secretary  of  State  issues  the  f  oDowing  statement  to  the 
press  in  re  .Ainerican-Japanese  action  in  Siberia: 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  a  judg- 
ment arrivea  at  after  repeated  and  verj  searching  considerations  of 
the  whole  situation,  military  intervention  in  Russia  would  be  more 
likely  to  add  to  the  present  sad  confusion  there  than  to  cure  it,  and 
would  injure  Russia  rather  than  help  her  out  of  her  distresses. 

Such  military  intervention  as  has  been  most  frequently  proposed, 
even  supposing  it  to  be  efficacious  in  its  immediate  object  of  delivering 
an  attack  upon  Germany  from  the  east,  would  in  its  judgment  be  more 
likely  to  turn  out  to  be  merely  a  method  of  making  use  of  Russia  than 
to  be  a  method  of  serving  her.  Her  people,  if  thev  profited  by  it  at 
all,  could  not  profit  by  it  in  time  to  deliver  them  from  their  present 
desperate  difficulties,  and  their  substance  would  meantime  be  used 
to  maintain-  foreign  armies,  not  to  reconstitute  their  own  or  to  feed 
their  own  men,  women,  and  children.  We  are  bending  all  our 
energies  now  to  the  purpose,  the  resolute  and  confident  purpose  of 
winning  on  the  western  front,  and  it  would  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  be  most  unwise  to  divide  or  dissipate 
our  forces. 

As  the  Government  of  the  United  States  sees  the  present  circum- 
stances, therefore,  military  action  is  admissible  in  Russia  now  only 
to  render  such  protection  and  help  as  is  possible  to  the  Czecho- 
slovaks against  the  armed  Austrian  and  German  prisoners  who  are 
attacking  them  and  to  steady  any  efforts  at  self-government  or  self- 
defense  m  which  the  Russians  themselves  may  be  willing  to  accept 
assistance.  Whether  from  Vladivostok  or  from  Murmansk  and 
Archangel,  the  only  present  object  for  which  American  troops  will  be 
employed  will  be  to  guard  military  stores  which  may  subsequently  be 
needed  by  Russian  forces  and  to  render  such  aid  as  may  be  acceptable 
to  the  Russians  in  the  organization  of  their  own  self-defense. 

With  such  objects  in  view  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
is  now  cooperating  with  the  Governments  of  France  and  Great 
Britain  in  the  neighborhood  of  Murmansk  and  Archangd.  The 
United  States  and  Japan  are  the  only  powers  which  are  just  now  in 
a  position  to  act  in  Siberia  in  sufficient  force  to  accomplish  even 
such  modest  objects  as  those  that  have  been  outlined.  The  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  has,  therefore,  proposed  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Japan  that  each  of  the  two  governments  send  a  force 
of  a  few  thousand  men  to  Vladivostok,  with  the  purpose  of  coop- 
erating as  a  single  force  in  the  occupation  of  Vladivostok  and  in 
safeguarding,  so  lar  as  it  may,  the  country  to  the  rear  of  the  west- 
ward-moving Czecho-Slovaks;  and  the  Japanese  Government  has 
consented. 

In  taking  this  action  the  Government  of  the  United  States  wishes 
to  announce  to  the  people  of  Russia  in  the  most  public  and  solemn 
manner  that  it  contemplates  no  interference  with  the  political 
sovereignty  of  Russia,  no  intervention  in  her  internal  affairs — not 
even  in  the  local  affairs  of  the  limited  areas  which  her  military  force 
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may  be  obliged  to  occupy — and  no  impairment  of  her  territorial 
int^rity,  either  now  or  nereafter,  but  that  what  we  are  about  to 
do  has  as  its  single  and  only  object  the  rendering  of  such  aid  as  shall 
be  acceptable  to  the  Russian  people  themselves  in  their  endeavors 
to  regain  control  of  their  own  affairs,  their  own  territory,  and  their 
own  destinv.  The  Japanese  Government,  it  is  understood,  will 
issue  a  similar  assurance. 

These  plans  and  purposes  of  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  States 
have  been  communicated  to  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain, 
France,  and  Italy,  and  those  Governments  have  advised  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  that  they  assent  to  them  in  principle.  No  conclusion 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has  arrived  at  in  this 
important  matter  is  intended^  however,  as  an  effort  to  restrict  the 
actions  or  interfere  with  the  mdependent  judgment  of  the  Govern- 
ments with  which  we  are  now  associated  in  the  war. 

It  is  also  the  hope  and  purpose  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  take  advantage  oi  the  earliest  opportunity  to  send  to  Siberia 
a  commission  of  merchants,  agricultural  experts,  labor  advisers.  Red 
Cross  representatiyes,  and  agents  of  the  Young  Men's  Christian 
Association  accustomed  to  organizing  the  best  methods  of  spreading 
useful  information  and  rendering  educational  help  of  a  modest  kind 
in  order  in  some  systematic  way  to  rjalieve  the  immediate  economic 
necessities  of  the  people  there  in  every  way  for  which  an  opportunity 
may  open.  The  execution  of  this  plan  will  follow  and  will  not  be 
permitted  to  embarrass  the  military  assistance  rendered  to  the 
Czecho-Slovaks. 

It  is  the  hope  and  expectation  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  that  the  Governments  with  which  it  is  associated  will,  wherever 
necessary  or  possible,  lend  their  active  aid  in  the  execution  of  these 
military  and  economic  plans. 
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SENATE  RESOLUTION  NO.  136. 
(Submitted  by  Mr.  Nelson.) 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

July  28^  1919. 
Resolved^  That  the  report  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Judiciary 
who  were  directed  to  report  the  result  of  their  investigation  relating 
to  charges  made  against  the  United  States  Brewers'  Association  and 
allied  interests.be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 
Attest: 

George  A.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 
n 
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BREWING  AND  LIQUOR  INTERESTS  AND  GERMAN 
PROPAGANDA,  AND  BOLSHEVIK  PROPAGANDA. 


Mr.  OvEEMAN,  from  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted 
I        the  following 

REPORT. 

rPursnant  to  Senate  Resolutions  307  and  436.] 

The  Subcommittee  on  the  Judiciary  having  under  consideration  the 
resolution  directing  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate  to 
call  for  certain  evidence  and  documents  relating  to  charges  made 
against  the  United  States  Brewers'  Association  and  allied  interests 
and  to  report  the  result  of  their  investigation  to  the  Senate,  have 
concluded  their  duties. 

The  chairman  appointed  as  a  subcommittee  to  investigate  the  mat- 
ters and  thin^  named  in  said  resolution  the  following  Senators: 
Overman  (chairman),  King,  Wolcott,  Nelson,  and  Sterling. 

The  resolution  directing  the  committee  to  make  this  investigation 
is  here  printed  in  fuU,  as  follows : 

Whereas  Honorable  A.  MitcheU  Palmer,  Custodian  of  Allen  Property,  on  or 
about  September  fourteenth  made  the  following  statement: 

"The  facts  will  soon  appear  which  will  conclusively  show  that  twelve  or 
fifteen  German  brewers  of  America,  in  association  with  the  United  States 
Brewers'  Association,  furnished  the  money,  amounting  to  several  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  to  buy  a  great  newspaper  In  one  of  the  chief  cities  of  the 
Nation;  and  its  publisher,  without  disclosing  whose  money  had  bought  that 
organ  of  public  opinion.  In  the  very  Capital  of  the  Nation,  in  the  shadow  of 
the  Capitol  itself,  has  been  fighting  the  battle  of  the  liquor  traffic. 

"  When  the  traffic,  doomed  though  It  is,  undertakes  and  seeks  by  these 
secret  methods  to  control  party  nominations,  party  machinery,  whole  i)olitlcal 
parties,  and  thereby  control  the  Government  of  State  and  Nation,  it  is  time 
the  people  know  the  truth. 

*•  The  organized  liquor  traffic  of  the  country  Is  a  vicious  Interest  because  It 
has  been  unpatriotic,  because  it  has  been  pro-German  in  its  sympathies  and 
Its  conduct  Around  these  great  brewery  organizations  owned  by  rich  men, 
almost  all  of  them  are  of  German  birth  and  sympathy,  at  least  before  we 
entered  the  war,  has  grown  up  the  societies,  all  the  organizations  of  this 
country  intended  to  keep  young  German  immigrants  from  becoming  real 
American  dtlsena. 
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**  It  is  around  the  sangerfests  and  sangerbnnds  and  organizations  of  ttutt 
kind,  generally  financed  by  the  rich  brewers,  that  the  young  Germans  who 
come  to  America  are  taught  to  rememl)er,  first,  the  fatherland,  and  second, 
America";  and 
Whereas  it  has  been  publicly  and  repeatedly  charged  against  the  United  States 
Brewers*  Association  and  allied  brewing  companies  and  interests  that  there 
is  in  the  Department  of  Justice  and  in  the  office  of  a  certain  United  States 
district  attorney  evidence  showing: 

That  the  said  United  States  Brewers*  Association,  brewing  companies,  and 
allied  interests  have  in  recent  years  made  contributions  to  political  cam- 
paigns on  a  great  scale  without  precedent  in  the  political  history  of  the 
country  and  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  land ; 

That  in  order  to  control  legislation  in  State  and  Nation  they  have  exacted 
pledges  from  candidates  to  office,  including  Congressmen  and  United  States 
Senators,  before  election,  such  pledges  being  on  file ; 

That  in  order  to  Influence  public  opinion  to  their  ends  they  have  heavily 
subsidized  the  public  press  and  stipulated  when  contracting  for  advertlsUi^ 
space  with  the  newspapers  that  a  certain  amount  be  editorial  space,  the 
literary  material  for  the  space  being  provide  from  the  brewers'  central 
office  In  New  York ; 

That,  in  order  to  suppress  expressions  of  opinion  hostile  to  their  trade  and 
political  interests,  they  have  set  in  operation  an  extensive  system  of  boycot- 
ting  of  American  manufacturers,  merchants,  railroads,  and  other  interests ; 

That,  for  the  furthering  of  their  political  enterprises,  they  have  erected  a 
political  organization  to  carry  out  their  purposes ; 

That  they  were  allied  to  powerful  suborganizations,  among  them  the 
German-American  Alliance,  whose  charter  was  revoked  by  the  unanimous 
vote  of  Congress ;  the  National  Association  of  Oonmierce  and  Labor ;  and  the 
Manufacturers  and  Dealers*  Associations,  and  that  they  have  their  ramifica- 
tions in  other  organizations  apparently  neutral  in  character ; 

That  they  have  on  file  political  surveys  of  States,  counties,  and  districts 
tabulating  the  men  and  forces  for  and  against  them,  and  that  they  have  paid 
large  sums  of  money  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  advocate  their  cause 
and  interests,  including  some  in  the  Government  employ ; 

That  they  have  defrauded  the  Federal  Government  by  applying  to  their 
political  corruption  funds  money  which  should  have  gone  to  the  Federal 
Treasury  in  taxes ; 

That  they  are  attempting  to  build  up  in  the  country  through  the  control  of 
such  organizations  as  the  United  States  societies  and  by  the  manipulation  of 
the  foreign-language  press,  a  political  influence  wliich  can  be  turned  to  one 
or  the  other  party^  thus  controlling  electoral  results ; 

That  they,  or  some  of  their  organizations,  have  pleaded  nolo  contendre  to 
charges  filed  against  them  and  have  paid  fines  aggregating  large  sums  of 
money :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate,  or  any  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  call  upon  the  Honorable 
A.  Mitchell  Palmer,  Alien  Property  Custodian,  and  the  Department  of  Justice 
and  its  United  States  district  attorneys  to  produce  the  evidence  and  documents 
relating  to  the  charges  herein  mentioned,  and  to  subpoena  any  witnesses  or 
documents  relating  thereto  that  it  may  find  necessary,  and  to  make  a  report  of 
the  result  of  such  investigation  and  what  is  shown  thereby  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  as  promptly  as  possible. 

The  subcommittee  beffan  its  investigation  on  September  27,  1918. 
At  the  request  of  the  subcommittee  the  Secretary  of  War  very  kindly 
detailed  from  the  Judge  Advocate  Greneral's  Department,  United 
States  Army,  to  aid  the  committee,  Maj.  E.  Lowry  Humes,  formerly 
United  States  district  attorney  for  the  western  district  oi  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  from  the  Military  Intelligence  Division,  United  States 
Army,  Capt  Gteorge  B.  Lester,  an  attorney  of  New  York,  and  also 
the  Attorney  Gteneral  very  kindly  detailed  from  the  Department  of 
Justice  Mr.  William  R.  Benham,  all  of  whom  rendered  most  valuable 
assistance  to  the  committee  in  the  collection  of  evidence,  the  produc- 
tion of  testimony,  tba  examination  of  witnesses,  and  in  the  pr^>an- 
tioo  of  xeiDorta. 
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BREWING   AND   LIQUOR   ACTIVITIES. 

The  allegations  and  char^  made  in  said  Tesolution  No.  307,  here- 
inbefore set  out,  in  regard  to  the  brewing  and  liquor  activities, 
were  substantially  sustained,  as  will  appear  n'om  the  printed  record, 
volumes  1  and  2,  herewith  transmittea. 

Your  committee  in  entering  upoii  the  investigation  directed  by  said 
resolution  No.  307  interpreted  that  resolution  as  requiring  an  inquiry 
into  two  subjects,  to  wit : 

1.  The  conduct  and  activities  of  the  brewing  and  liquor  interest 
political  and  otherwise  was  specifically  demanded ;  and 

2.  A  general  inquiry  into  pro-Gterman  propaganda  and  activities 
was  required;  The  testimony  taken  having  been  printed,  a  review 
thereof  is  deemed  unnecessary.  Complying,  however,  with  the  man- 
date of  the  resolution  requiring  a  report  of  the  results  established  by 
the  investigation  the  following  findings  are  herewith  submitted  for 
the  information  and  attention  of  the  ^nate. 

I. 

With  regard  to  the  conduct  and  activities  of  the  brewing  and  liquor 
interests,  the  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  record  clearly 
establishes  the  following  facts: 

(a)  That  they  have  furnished  large  sums  of  monev  for  the  pur- 
pose of  secretly  controlling  newspapers  and  periodicals. 

(6)  That  they  have  undertaken  to  and  have  frequently  succeeded 
in  controlling  primaries,  elections,  and  political  organizations. 

(c)  That  they  have  contributed  enormous  sums  of  money  to  politi- 
cal campaigns  in  violation  of  the  Federal  statutes  and  the  statutes  of 
several  of  uie  States. 

(d)  That  they  have  exacted  pledges  from  candidates  for  public 
office  prior  to  the  election. 

(e)  That  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  public  opinion  they  have 
attempted  and  partly  succeeded  in  subsidizing  the  public  press. 

(/)  That  to  suppress  and  coerce  persons  hostile  to  and  to  compel 
support  for  them  they  have  resorted  to  an  extensive  system  of  boy- 
cottmg  unfriendly  American  manufacturing  and  mercantile  con- 
cerns. 

(g)  That  they  have  created  their  own  political  organization  in 
many  States  ana  in  smaller  political  units  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
into  effect  their  own  political  wiD  and  have  financed  tiie  same  with 
large  contributions  and  assessments. 

(h)  That  with  a  view  of  using  it  for  their  own  Dolitical  purposes 
they  contributed  large  sums  of  money  to  the  Gertnan-American 
Alliance,  many  of  the  membership  of  which  were  disloyal  and  un- 
patriotic. 

(i)  That  they  organized  clubs,  leagues,  and  corporations  of  vari- 
ous kinds  for  the  purpose  of  secretly  carrying  on  their  political 
activities  without  having  their  interest  known  to  the  public. 

(j)  That  they  improperly  treated  the  funds  expended  for  political 
purposes  as  a  proper  expenditure  of  their  business  and  consequently 
failed  to  return  the  same  for  taxation  under  the  revenue  laws  of  the 
United  States. 
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(k)  That  they  undertook  through  a  cunningly  conceived  plan  of 
advertising  and  subsidation  to  control  and  dominate  the  foreign- 
language  press  of  the  United  States. 

(?)  That  they  have  subsidized  authors  of  recognized  standing  in 
literary  circles  to  write  articles  of  their  selection  for  many  standard 
periodicals. 

(m)  That  for  many  years  a  working  agreement  existed  between  the 
brewing  and  distilling  interests  of  the  country  by  the  terms  of  which 
the  brewing  interests  contributed  two-thirds  and  the  distilling  inter- 
ests one-third  of  the  political  expenditures  made  by  the  joint  in- 
terests. 

GERMAN  PROPAGANDA. 

Your  committee  has  conducted  a  large  number  of  hearings  and 
there  has  been  produced  before  your  committee  a  large  amount  of  in- 
formation through  the  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  documents  in  which  is  shown  in  considerable  detail  the  system  of 
propaganda  carried  on  in  the  United  States  by  the  German  Govern- 
ment and  its  sympathizers  after  the  beginning  of  the  European  war. 

The  purpose  of  this  inquiry  has  been  to  make  a  public  and  perma- 
nent record  of  the  important  facts  and  surrounding  conditions  whidi 
have  made  possible  the  creation  and  maintenance  of  a  system  of 
violence,  espionage,  and  distribution  of  propaganda  literature  by  tJie 
German  Government  during  the  perioa  of  our  neutrality,  in  order 
that  the  public  might  be  informed  and  that  proper  legislation  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  may  render  impossible  the  creation  and 
maintenance  in  the  future  of  a  similar  system,  whether  conducted  by 
the  German  Government  and  its  sympathizers  or  by  any  other  foreign 
power. 

Without  going  into  the  detailed  activities  of  the  agents  and  repre- 
sentatives of  Germany  and  those  who  were  aiding  and  assisting  them 
in  their  purpose,  it  is  clear  from  the  evidence  that  the  following  may 
be  accepted  as  the  established  facts: 

For  many  years  prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  the 
Central  Powers,  especially  Germany,  had  contributed  tartly  to  the 
populating  of  the  United  States,  and  according  to  the  United  States 
census  of  1910  there  were  resident  in  the  United  States  1,337,000 
males  who  had  been  born  in  Germany,  and  after  the  United  States 
entered  into  the  war  with  Germany  there  were  registered  as  German 
alien  enemies,  pursuant  to  the  President's  proclamation  of  November 
16,  1917,  254,000  males  of  the  age  of  18  years  and  upward. 

There  were  in  addition  a  vast  number  of  residents  within  the 
United  States  who  were  the  immediate  descendants  of*  German 
parents,  and  it  has  been  variously  estimated  that  the  so-called  Ger- 
man-American population  within  the  United  States  total  upward  of 
10,000,000  persons,  or  approximately  one-tenth  of  our  population. 
Of  this  vast  number  it  is  in  evidence  that  a  considerable  part  main- 
tained and  designedly  perpetuated  the  language,  customs,  and  racial 
ideals  of  Germany,  and  through  and  by  means  of  the  introduction 
and  maintenance  of  the  German  language  in  the  common  schools  of 
the  various  States  and  in  the  parochial  and  religious  schools,  semi- 
naries and  colleges,  in  conducting  religious  services  in  their  churches 
in  the  German  language,  in  the  wide  dissemination  of  Grerman  liter- 
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ature  through  the  German  language  press,  and  in  the  publication, 
both  in  Germany  and  in  this  country,  of  books  and  writings  in  the 
German  language,  this  portion  of  our  population  has  been  educated 
along  lines  of  German  thought 

In  addition,  these  Germans  and  German-Americans  have  main- 
tained a  system  of  social  segregation  through  numerous  local  socie- 
ties and  organizations  which  come  under  the  general'  head  of  vereins 
and  verbunds,  the  object  and  purpose  of  which  have  been  to  preserve 
the  language  and  customs  of  Germany  and  to  bind  together  those  of 
German  lineage.  Many  of  these  various  societies  and  associations 
are  subsidiary  to  or  a  part  of  so-called  staatsverbunds,  which  in  turn 
became  subsidiary  to  and  part  of  the  German-American  Alliance,  a 
national  organization  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  charter  of  which  has,  however,  been  revoked  by  act  of 
Congress  since  the  United  States  entered  the  war.  This  organiza- 
tion, with  its  1,200  local  vereins  and  verbunds,  claimed  to  have  at  the 
time  of  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  a  membership  of  approxi- 
mated 2,000,000  persons.  The  members  of  the  alliance  never  con- 
cealed their  main  aim,  which  was  to  keep  their  own  nationality  sepa- 
rate from  that  of  their  fellow  citizens  in  the  United  States,  and  by 
means  of  the  dissemination  of  literature  by  the  National  Alliance,  as 
well  as  by  the  State  alliances  and  the  local  societies,  their  objects 
were  accomplished. 

At  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  the  German- American  Al- 
liance, through  its  auxiliary  societies,  became  particularly  active  in 
its  efforts  to  bring  all  citizens  and  residents  of  the  United  States  of 
German  extraction  together  and  to  work  publicly  and  privately  for 
the  aims  of  Germany. 

In  the  OflScial  Bulletin  the  propaganda  committee  of  the  German- 
American  Alliance,  by  Joseph  Keller,  chairman,  makes  the  following 
declaration,  which  ^ves  a  lair  idea  of  the  attitude  of  these  Germans 
and  German- Americans  toward  the  rest  of  the  country  (Bulletin  of 
January,  1916) : 

The  leaders  and  lecturers  of  the  German-American  National  AUiance  have, 
since  the  estabUshment  of  this  organization,  never  failed  to  emphasize  the  fact 
that  the  greatness,  the  strength,  and  the  influence  of  Germanism  in  this  country 
lies  In  appreciation  of  itself,  in  the  recognition  of  an  inviolable  union  of  ideals 
which  knows  no  limits,  but  only  pnrgress  and  upward  aspiration,  a  union  whose 
activity  lies  in  the  United  States,  protecting  German  style  and  manner  and 
strengthening  them. 

That  the  hyphenated  American,  as  the  (Jerman-American  is  now  scornfully 
called,  must  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  pro-British  English  press  and  the  AngU- 
cized  Americans  is  largely  to  be  ascribed  to  the  fact  that  the  concentration 
of  the  strength  of  the  entire  Germanism,  or,  rather,  of  the  descendants  of  the 
great  German  race  in  this  land,  for  which  such  efforts  were  made,  esi^eclally 
during  the  years  just  preceding  the  outbreak  of  the  Great  War,  had  not  yet 
been  realized,  inasmuch  as  in  certain  circles,  especially  in  German  church 
circles,  there  was  to  a  certain  extent  a  hesitation  at  forming  a  union  of  forces 
with  the  national  alliance. 

Let  us  In  this  critical  epoch  for  us  German-Americans  remember  the  words 
of  Prof.  T.  Lindsey  Playner,  of  the  Central  University,  Kentucky,  who  said  in 
his  time :  "  Here  In  the  New  World,  which  possesses  so  much  good  and  so  much 
for  the  blessing  of  humanity,  we  believe  that  we  are  in  no  wise  untrue  to  our 
fatherland  if  we,  In  contemplation  of  all  that  you  have  conferred  on  us,  our 
spiritual  mother,  cry,  'Hail  Germania.'" 

As  guiding  principle  and  source  of  teaching,  courage  and  hope,  we  may 
quote  the  words  of  the  German  pastor.  Otto  Wappler,  of  Monona,  Iowa,  who 
speaks  In  the  name  of  his  synod:  ''As  German  pastors  we  should  no  longer 
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look  as  silent  spectators  on  the  conflict  of  political  truth  and  social  righteous- 
ness, but  enter  the  arena  in  full  sight  of  friend  and  foe,  and  with  the  talents 
which  we  possess  serve  In  conflict  the  bold  champions  of  the  German  cause 
as  well  as  we  are  able.  Too  long  already  have  we,  German  pastors,  at  any 
rate  most  of  us,  Lutheran  pastors,  lain  inactively  in  well-protected  trenches 
as  little  more  than  passive  spectators  of  the  conflict.  But,  praise  God,  we 
are  finally  shaken  from  our  Indolence  and  have  determined  to  take  our  stand 
in  the  open  and  take  an  active  part  In  the  struggle  for  truth  and  righteous- 
ness before  the  forum  of  the  public.  Heretofore  our  efforts  at  reform  were 
confined  to  the  tranquillity  of  the  church  and  the  limited  circle  of  the  congre- 
gation. But  from  now  on  we  propose  to  help  in  shedding  the  rays  of  Crerman 
truthfulness,  German  honor,  and  German  loyalty,  among  the  masses  as  far 
as  we  are  able." 

The  propaganda  committee  of  the  German-American  Alliance  urges  there- 
fore that  the  beginning  of  the  new  year  that  all  Grerman-Americans,  forgetting 
all  separate  interests,  build,  operate,  and  exercise  their  creative  ability 
on  the  rock  of  true,  inviolable  union,  on  which  all  German  life  rests,  on 
which  all  the  higher  Ideals  of  the  Germans  can  securely  rest  This  is 
the  rock  on  which  unfortunately  the  German-American  National  Alliance 
was  established  too  late,  although  the  latter  can  look  back  upon  many  fine 
achievements  in  the  German-American  struggle  for  the  promotion  of  its 
peculiar  culture  and  may  be  regarded  in  this  storm-swept  period  as  a  veritable 
Gibraltar  standing  out  against  all  vulgar,  malicious  Insult  and  ridicule  of  the 
German  name  and  against  the  unjust  persecution  of  the  German  race  and  its 
offspring  in  this  land  provoked  by  British  gold. 

In  addition  to  the  Grerman- American  Alliance,  with  its  extensive 
ramifications,  there  existed  in  the  United  States  for  many  years 
various  secret  and  semisecret  organizations,  more  or  less  local  in  their 
character,  that  were  devoted  to  the  same  general  object,  namelv,  tiiat 
of  preserving  the  language,  custoitis,  and  ideals  of  Germany.  Amoi^g 
these  msLj  be  noted  the  Schlarrafia,  a  secret  organization  which  hsS 
its  inception  in  Germany  many  e^erations  ago  and  which  has  been 
transplanted  to  this  country.  While  it  is  largely  a  social  secret 
organization,  one  of  its  principal  objects  is  the  maintenance  of  the 
respect  for  the  Prussian  mihtary  ideals  and  loyal  adherence  to 
Grermany. 

Another  organization  is  the  Sons  of  Herman,  a  secret  organization 
similar  to  the  Masonic  fraternity.  This  organization  has  lodges  in 
various  parts  of  the  United  States.  Its  membership  is  almost  exclu- 
sively made  up  of  mra  of  German  birth  or  parentage. 

Another  organization  is  known  as  the  Kriegesbund,  a  society  of 
German  Army  veterans.  The  only  men  eligible  to  the  society  are 
men  who  have  served  in  the  German  Army. 

It  is  in  evidence,  through  documents  produced  by  Prof,  von  Mach, 
that  in  1916  an  offer  was  made  by  Dr.  von  Mach  to  the  Secretary 
of  War  of  the  United  States  to  list  and  send  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
the  names  and  addresses  of  upward  of  about  400,000  men  of  German 
birth  resident  within  the  United  States  who  had  served  at  one  time 
or  another  in  the  German  Army.  The  plan  was  conceived  by  Her- 
man Bidder,  the  publisher  of  the  Staats  Zeitung,  the  leading  New 
York  German  language  daily  paper,  who  undertook,  as  stated  in  his 
letter  to  Von  Mach,  to  make  this  census,  compile  lists,  and  forward 
them  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Garrison,  then  Secretary  of 
War,  declined  the  offer  on  the  ground  that  the  War  Department 
could  not  accept  the  service. 

It  is  in  evidence  before  the  committee  that  certain  branches  of  the 
Lutheran  Church  were  particularly  active  in  defending  the  German 
cause  during  our  period  of  neutrahty,  not  only  by  means  of  religious 
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teachings,  but  bjr  work  through  the  secular  societies,  especially  the 
subsidiary  organizations  of  the  German- American  Alliance. 

Prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  the  Hamburg- Ameri- 
can Steamship  Co.  and  North  German  Lloyd,  and  the  Atlas  Line,  a 
subsidiary  of  the  Hamburg- American  Line,  handled  a  large  part  of 
the  carrying  trade  between  the  United  States  and  European  countries. 
The  Hamburg- American  Line  maintained  a  large  commercial  organi- 
zation in  the  United  States  with  offices  in  most  of  the  principal  cities 
of  the  country.  Many  of  the  agents  and  representatives  were  German 
citizens  temporarily  resident  in  the  United  States.  This  whole 
organization  is  semiofficial  in  that  all  of  these  lines  were  under  sub- 
sidy of  the  German  Government  and  subject  to  its  control  and  use  if 
required. 

At  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  the  German  Government 
had  in  the  United  States  a  very  strong  and  well-trained  diplomatic 
corps.  The  German  Embassy  in  Washington  was  the  headquarters 
of  the  Grerman  diplomatic  svstem  and  the  center  of  its  directing  influ- 
ence. This  system  included  the  German  consuls  and  consular  agents 
who  had  headquarters  and  who  were  stationed  at  various  of  the  larger 
cities  in  the  United  States.  The  commercial  field  in  many  industries 
was  dominated  by  Germans  or  those  of  German  extraction  and  sym- 
pathy. These  included  many  of  our  largest  banking  institutions  and 
many  of  the  large  export  houses.  The  chemical  and  textile  industries 
at  many  of  the  large  centers  were  owned  outright  or  dominated  by 
Germans,  many  of  whom  were  resident  in  Germany.  The  brewing 
interests  of  the  country  were  largely  owned  and  controlled  by  citizens 
of  German  extraction. 

There  had  been  built  up  in  the  United  States  a  Grerman  language 
press  with  ramifications  in  practically  every  part  of  the  country, 
which  German  language  press  was  representea  by  large  dailies  in 
the  principal  cities  of  the  United  States.  This  German  language 
press  was  supplemented  by  a  vast  number  of  i)eriodicals  and  maga- 
zines printed  in  the  German  lan^age  and  widely  distributed,  the 
official  newspaper  directories  showing  that  upward  of  1,100  German 
language  publications  were  in  eiristence  in  the  United  States  at  the 
outbreak  of  the  European  war. 

With  this  situation  before  them  the  Imperial  Grerman  Government 
had  some  reason  to  feel  confident  in  August,  1914,  that  there  was 
a  powerful  GJerman  influence  in  America,  and  if  taken  in  hand  and 
organized  and  properly  directed  by  skilled  agents  of  the  German 
Government,  the  American  Government's  policies  could  be  molded 
to  suit  the  interest  of  Germany.  To  this  end  the  German  Govern- 
ment inaugurated  within  the  United  States  a  propaganda  system,  the 
main  objects  of  which  were — 

First.  To  prevent  the  shipment  of  munitions  of  war  and  supplies 
of  various  kinds  to  the  allied  Governments  who  were  at  war  with 
Germany,  by  peaceful  or  other  means;  and 

Second.  To  Keep  the  United  States  on  a  peace  footing  and  at  all 
hazards  prevent  the  United  States  from  entering  into  the  European 
war  as  an  ally  of  France  and  England. 

Third.  To  maintain  its  solidarity  of  the  Gterman  and  Austrian 
elements  of  our  population  and  to  retard  their  assimilation. 

Almost  immediately  after  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  the 
German  Government  sent  to  the  United  States  Dr.  Heinrich  Albert, 
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a  privy  councilor  of  the  Gterman  ministry  of  the  interior,  as  a  special 
commercial  agent  to  have  charge  of  the  financial  affairs  and  general 
direction  of  the  German  propaganda  in  the  United  States. 

Dr.  Albert  arrived  in  August,.  1914,  and  at  about  the  same  time  Dr. 
Demberg,  who  was  secretary  of  state  for  the  colonies  in  Germany. 
Dr.  Isaac  Straus,  Meyer  Gehardt,  and  Capt.  Hecker,  arrived,  all  ox 
the  above  being  members  of  a  so-called  German  commission,  the 
ostensible  object  of  which  was  to  purchase  supplies  of  various  kinds 
for  transshipment  to  Germany,  including  munitions  of  war.  This 
group  brought  with  them  $150,000,000  in  German  treasury  notes,  with 
the  expectation  that  these  would  find  a  ready  sale  in  the  United 
States.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  only  $5,000,000  of  these  notes  were 
actually  used  and  these  were  used  for  the  purpose  of  collateral  in 
raising  money. 

Later  on  other  financial  arrangements  were  made  by  the  German 
representatives  in  this  country  by  means  of  the  sale  of  German  bonds 
and  other  Government  securities  and  the  transfer  of  credits,  and  the 
evidence  shows  that  at  least  $35,000,000  was  raised  and  expended  by 
the  German  Government  in  the  United  States  for  various  purposes 
during  the  period  from  August,  1914,  to  February,  1917. 

Upon  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Albert  and  Dr.  Demberg  and  their  group 
there  was  an  immediate  organization  of  the  German  representatives, 
including  the  embassy  forces,  and  the  work  of  the  various  depart- 
ments was  laid  out  along  the  following  lines : 

Dr.  Albert  established  headquarters  in  the  offices  of  the  Hamburg- 
American  Line,  45  Broadway,  New  York  City,  took  over  one  Carl 
Heyiien,  agent  of  the  Hamburg- American  Line  at  Tampico,  Mexico, 
as  nis  main  assistant,  established  financial  connections  with  a  number 
of  important  private  banking  houses  and  trust  companies,  and,  with 
Count  Von  Bernstorff,  the  German  ambassador,  proceeded  to  get  in 
touch  with  important  and  influential  people  and  concerns  in  the 
United  States  who  were  considered  favorable  to  the  German  cause. 
American  agents  and  representatives  were  employed  to  negotiate  the 
purchase  of  ships,  grain,  cotton,  rubber,  and  supplies  of  every  nature 
and  description  ostensibly  for  shipment  to  Germany. 

Under  Albert's  and  Von  Bemstorffs  direction,  Capt.  Hans 
Tauscher,  representative  of  the  Krupps  in  Germany,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  certein  Americans,  inaugurated  the  Bridgeport  Projectile 
Co.,  which  was  financed  by  the  German  Government.  This  company 
built  and  partially  equipped  a  large  munition  plant  at  Bridgeport, 
Conn.,  at  an  expense  of  upward  of  $3,500,000.  The  ostensible  pur- 
pose was  to  manufacture  shells  and  other  ammunition,  which  later  on 
could  be  shipped  to  Germany.  The  real  purpose  was  to  deplete  the 
country,  for  a  period,  of  machinery  and  mechanical  devices  and  to 
concentrate  labor,  and  by  the  manipulation  of  wages  to  cause  disturb- 
ance in  other  munition  factories,  and  to  buy  up  and  control,  tempo- 
rarily at  least,  the  available  supply  of  powder.  This  enterprise 
started  in  the  summer  of  1915;  the  plant  was  built,  a  large  quantity 
of  powder  was  bought  and  held  for  a  while,  and  certain  labor  disturb- 
ances were  brought  about  in  American  munition  factories  located  at 
Bridgeport,  Conn.,  during  the  summer  of  1915.  Carl  Heynen  was 
treasurer  of  the  Bridgeport  Projectile  Co.  and,  with  Tauscher,  di- 
rected its  operations. 
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In  connection  with  the  "woijk  of  Dr.  Albert,  Count  von  Bemstorff, 
the  Grerman  ambassador,  detailed  Capt.  Carl  Boy-Ed,  the  naval  at- 
tache of  the  German  Embassy,  in  Washington,  and  Capt.  Franz  von 
Papen,  the  military  attach^  of  the  embassy,  for  special  work,  the  pur- 
pose of  which  was  to  prevent  the  shipment  of  munitions  and  supplies 
to  the  Allies.  Boy-Ed,  as  the  naval  attache,  used  the  organization 
of  the  Hamburg- American  Line,  especially  Paul  Koenig,  head  of  the 
investigating  bureau  of  this  line,  and  his  assistants  to  obtain  informa- 
tion concerning  the  shipment  of  munitions  and  supplies,  and  to  pur- 
chase or  acquire  by  option  to  purchase  various  articles,  such  as  ruober 
and  copper,  and  it  is  in  evidence  that  Boy-Ed  employed  certain 
American  agents  to  endeavor  to  purchase  large  numbers  of  combus- 
tion engines  and  small  boats. 

In  the  early  period  of  Boy-Ed's  activities  a  certain  group  of  Ger- 
man aliens  and  others  were  indicted  by  the  Federal  authorities  for 
violating  the  neutrality  of  the  United  States  by  delivering  supplies  to 
German  ships  at  sea. 

Shortly  thereafter  an  effort  was  made  to  prove  that  the  British  had 
violated  the  neutrality  of  the  United  States  oy  similar  practices.  One 
witness  before  the  committee,  who  admitted  that  he  was  an  agent  of 
the  German  Government  and  in  the  pay  of  Boy-Ed,  claimed  that  he 
had  undertaken  to  and  had  obtained  the  evidence  showing  that  vari- 
ous affidavits  and  statements  made  by  certain  tugboat  captains  and 
others  that  supplies  had  been  sent  to  British  ships  were  untrue. 
Whether  or  not  he  did  this  at  the  instance  of  Boy-Ed  does  not 
appear. 

In  April,  1915,  the  German  Government  sent  to  the  United  States 
one  Franz  Rintelen,  who  undertook  active  work  to  prevent  the  ship- 
ment of  munitions  from  the  United  States  to  the  Allies. 

Boy-Ed  was  suspected  of  complicity  in  various  acts  of  violence  per- 
petrated by  Franz  Rintelen,  and  his  activities  were  so  pronounced 
that  it  was  requested  by  the  United  States  Government  that  he  be 
returned  to  Germany,  and  he  was  relieved  as  the  naval  attach^  of  the 
German  Embassy  on  the  4th  day  of  December,  1915,  and  subsequently 
returned  to  Germany. 

Immediately  upoi^  Rintelen's  arrival  in  the  United  States  he  was 
put  in  touch  with  David  Lamar,  "  the  notorious  wolf  of  Wall  Street,'' 
and  a  plot  was  conceived  to  stop  the  production  of  munitions  by  or- 
ganizing labor  employed  in  munition  factories,  and  an  organization 
was  formed  known  as  Labor's  National  Peace  Council.  Prominent 
Americans,  including  one  United  States  Congressman,  were  enlisted 
in  the  movement.  Meetings  were  held  in  various  of  the  large  cities 
of  the  United  States  and  resolutions  were  adopted  recommending  that 
the  manufacture,  sale,  and  shipment  of  munitions  to  the  belligerent 

£owers,  as  well  as  all  materials  used  in  the  production  of  the  same, 
B  prohibited  by  Executive  proclamation. 

A  convention  was  held  in  the  latter  part  of  July,  1915,  in  the  city 
of  Washington,  at  which  were  present  some  200  delegates  from 
various  parts  of  the  United  States,  and  determined  effort  was  made 
to  induce  the  President  and  Congress  to  declare  an  embargo  upon  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  munitions  to  the  Allies.  This  scheme  was 
financed  by  the  German  Government,  approximately  $500,000  being 
turned  over  to  Lamar.    The  organization  was  broken  up  and  never 
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accomplished  anything  of  consequeAce  for  the  Grerman  Govern- 
ment. The  failure  was  in  a  great  measure  due  to  the  action  of  Mr. 
Gompers,  of  the  American  F^eration  of  Labor,  who  refused  to  give 
tile  movement  any  support.  The  leaders  in  the  movement  were  all 
indicted  bjr  the  Federal  authorities  for  violation  of  the  Sherman  law 
in  conspiring  to  instigate  strikes  in  munition  plants.  Rintelen, 
Lamar,  and  one  Martin  were  convicted  and  sentenced  each  to  one 
year  in  jail. 

Eintelen  was  engaged  in  attempting  to  further  hinder  the  ship- 
ment of  munitions  by  the  placing  of  fire  bombs  on  ships,  in  which 
work  he  was  assisted  by  Dr.  Walter  Theodore  Scheele,  a  Grerman 
agent  who  had  resided  in  the  United  States  since  1909.  Scheele 
was  an  expert  chemist  and  has  a  complete  knowledge  of  explosives, 
and  prior  to  1915  had  operated  a  drug  store  in  the  city  of  Brookljou 

In  1915  Scheele  started  a  business  in  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  under  the 
name  of  the  New  Jersey  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.,  which  was 
a  cover  up  for  the  manufacture  of  bombs,  which  were  placed  by 
employees  of  the  North  Gterman  Lloyd  Line  on  various  ships. 
Scheele  and  Rintelen  were  assisted  in  this  work  by  Capt  Otto 
Wolpert,  pier  superintendent  of  the  Atlas  Line,  who  had  the  im- 
mediate charge  of  distributing  and  planting  the  fire  bombs.  Rin- 
telen, Scheele,  and  Capt.  Wolpert  and  a  number  of  others  were  all 
indicted  by  the  Federal  authorities  and  convicted.  Associated  with 
Rintelen  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  Steinberg,  who  is  said  to  have 
come  from  Germany  with  tetanus  germs  to  be  used  for  poisoning 
horses  which  were  being  shipped  to  the  Allies. 

Paul  Koenig,  who  was  the  head  of  the  Hamburg- American  Line 
secret  investigators,  entered  the  wnploy  of  the  German  Gt)vemment 
very  shortly  after  the  war  began,  and  served  as  head  of  the  German 
secret  service  in  New  York  City,  working  for  Dr.  Albert,  Boy-Ed, 
Count  Von  Papen,  and  the  German  consul  and  Austria-Hungarian 
consul.    Koenig  maintained  a  great  force  of  men. 

Von  Papen  and  Hans  Tauschen  the  Krupp  agent,  undertook  a 
plan  to  blow  up  the  Welland  Canal  in  order,  to  prevent  shipment  of 
grain  from  the  Northwest  to  the  Allies  by  way  of  the  Great  Lakes. 
A  German  agent  who  went  under  the  name  of  von  der  Goltz  had  im- 
mediate charge  of  the  plot.  Von  der  Goltz  and  his  immediate  asso- 
ciates, as  well  as  Tauscner,  were  indicted  by  the  Federal  grand  jury. 
Von  der  Goltz  made  a  confession  to  the  effect  that  he  was  sent  by 
Capt.  Yon  Papen,  Von  Igle,  Von  Papen's  assistant,  and  others  with 
dynamite  to  blow  up  the  Welland  Canal.    They  found  the  canal 

Siarded  and  abandoned  the  enterprise.  Von  der  Goltz  was  used  as  a 
overnment  witness.  Von  Papen  was  a  diplomatic  agent  and  was 
immune  from  prosecution,  and  Tauscher  was  acquitted.  All  others 
involved  in  the  plot  were  convicted. 

Von  Papen  was  also  responsible  for  an  attempt  to  blow  up  the 
Vanceboro  Bridge,  using  for  this  purpose  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Werner  Horn,  to  whom  he  supplied  money,  and  arranged  for  a 
supply  of  dynamite,  which  was  carried  from  New  York  City  by 
Horn  to  Boston  and  from  Boston  to  Vanceboro,  Me.,  which  attempt 
was  only  partially  successful. 

Von  Papen  was  responsible  and  directing  head  of  practically  all  of 
the  violence  work  done  by  the  German  agents  in  the  United  States, 
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and  it  was  through  his  agents  and  under  his  direction  that  numerous 
fires  and  explosions  in  munition  factories  were  brought  about  and 
attempts  at  labor  disturbances. 

In  a  communication  sent  from  the  Central  Purchase  Co.  (Ltd.)  to 
the  Prussian  ministry  of  war  under  date  of  October  3,  1917  (see  the 
record,  p.  1930),  Dr.  Albert's  statement  of  account  of  his  dealings 
with  Von  Papen  is  set  forth,  in  which  he  takes  credit  for  payments 
amounting  to  $280,000  as  money  being  turned  over  to  Von  Papen 
while  in  America. 

From  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by  Boy-Ed  to  Von  Papen  on  the 
3d  of  March,  1917,  which  let*  ^r  is  written  by  his  excellency  Von 
Igle  Schwerin,  the  following  is  quoted : 

Herr  Von  Papen's  career  closed  with  quite  a  disaster.  He  was  charged 
with  being  concerned  in  many  explosions  In  munition  factories,  In  so  far  as 
that  he  had  given  the  money  for  the  procuring  of  materials  and  instructed  the 
people.  It  appears,  too,  that  some  really  childish  arrangements  were  made, 
which  every  one  capable  of  forming  an  opinion  could  have  seen  beforehand 
could  not  have  the  slightest  use  for  us,  whereas  If  the  affair  went  askew  a 
great  injury  must  result.  For  example,  the  destruction  of  the  Welland  Canal, 
as  well  as  the  attempt  to  destroy  a  railway  bridge  In  Canada.  Even  if  both 
these  had  been  successful,  there  were  a  lot  of  other  ways  for  transporting  the 
.com  to  the  seaports,  and  the  bridge,  too,  could  only  have  upset  the  traffic 
for  a  few  hours.  Both  attempts  ended  In  absolute  fiasco.  The  people  who 
were  involved  in  the  affair  will  meet  with  a  sentence  and  one,  of  the  name 
of  Horn,  had  become  a  cripple  and  wiU  have  'to  spend  a  year  locked  up  in 
prison.  All  that  could  have  been  forgiven  since  failures  in  such  things  can 
not  always  be  avoided,  also  much  has  been  performed  by  Herr  Von  Papen 
advantageous  to  us. 

It  is  clear  that  plans  were  made  by  the  German  Government  for 
extensive  and  far-reaching  acts  of  violence,  much  of  which  was 
frustrated  by  the  activities  of  State  and  Federal  oflScials  and  lack 
of  cooperation  bv  trusted  German  agents. 

Capt.  Timney's  testimony  gives  a  fair  account  of  the  violent  work 
of  the  Germans  in  and  aliout  the  city  of  New  York,  which  can  be 
taken  as  a  fair  example  of  attempts  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 

The  German  Government,  no  doubt,  counted  largely  upon  the  fact 
that  in  the  various  munition  and  other  manufacturing  plants  in  the 
United  States  there  were  employed  a  large  number  of  German  and 
Austrian  subjects,  whose  sympathies  would  be  for  Germany,  and  who 
would  act  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  German  Government, 
even  to  the  point  of  destructive  methods. 

In  conjunction  with  the  activities  of  the  German  Government, 
through  its  representatives  Von  Bernstorff  and  Von  Papen,  to  pre- 
vent the  production  and  shipment  of  munitions  during  the  year  1915, 
there  was  inaugurated  by  direction  of  Ambassador  Dumba,  the 
Austro-Hungarian  minister  to. the  United  States,  and  Count  Von 
Bernstorff  what  was  known  as  the  Liebau  Labor  Belief  Bureau,  which 
was  an  employment  agency  or  bureau  run  by  one  Hans  Liebau  and 
organized  and  maintained  for  the  purpose  of  taking  Austro-Hun- 
garians  and  Germans  out  of  munition  and  other  fectories.  This 
bureau  had  its  headquarters  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  branches 
in  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  Chicago,  111.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

In  a  communication  from  the  German  Embassy  to  the  foreign  office 
in  Berlin,  under  date  of  March  24, 1916,  a  review  of  the  activities  of  • 
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the  bureau  is  given  and  the  necessity  of  a  continuance  of  the  bureau 
is  made  evident.    This  report  says,  in  part : 

I  take  the  Uberty  to  refer  to  the  communication  of  the  Imperial  and  royal 
Autro-Hungarian  charge  d'affaires,  dated  March  4,  concerning  the  Llehaa 
bureau,  copy  of  which  was  sent  here.  I  see  from  that  communication  that  noth- 
ing is  known  to  the  imperial  and  royal  charge  d'affaires  relative  to  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  imperial  and  royal  Ambassador  Dumba,  which  Included  a  subsidy 
of  the  aforesaid  bureau  for  a  lengthy  period. 

My  inquires  have  disclosed  that  in  the  course  of  a  conference  with  Capt.  Von 
Papen,  Messrs.  Rittmelster  Hecker,  Dr.  Von  Kleinwaechter,  and  CJonsjil  Otto,  the 
Attach^  Prince  Hohenlohe,  as  representative  of  the  imperial  and  royal  am- 
bassador, advised  that  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Government,  as  well  as  the  Ger- 
man Government,  would  support  the  undertaking.  On  the  strength  of  that  an- 
nouncement the  activities  of  the  bureau  were  also  extended  to  jsubjects  of  the 
Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Huugarian  Monarchy. 

This  communication  then  goes  on  to  state  that  the  bureau  after 
being  in  operation  for  six  and  one-half  months  had  received  over 
8,000  applications  and  had  filled  4,466  positions  permanently,  one- 
third  of  whom  were  Austro-Hungarian  subjects. 

The  report  then  continues : 

Patriotic  sentiment  and  allegiance  for  the  fatherland  among  the  workmen 
has  undoubtedly  been  awakened  through  the  activity  of  this  employment 
agency.  Repeatedly  people  have  visited  the  central  and  branch  offices  in  order 
to  express  their  thanks  for  the  assistance  furnished  them.  However,  I  wm 
not  go  into  the  question  now  as  to  whether  or  not  the  continuation  of  the 
bureau  after  the  war  appears  desirable. 

At  any  rate,  for  the  period  of  the  war  the  continuation  of  this  Institution  Is 
desirable  and  will  be  maintained  for  military  reasons  by  the  German  Govern- 
ment even  if  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Government  should  withdraw  Its  support 
from  the  bureau.  Many  disturbances  and  vacancies  suffered  by  the  war- 
material  concerns,  which  could  not  always  be  removed  quickly,  but  on  the 
contrary  often  resulted  in  long-drawn  strikes,  can  be  traced  back  to  the 
energetic  propaganda  of  the  workmen*s  relief. 

This  bureau  was  financed  jointly  by  Germany  and  Austria  and 
continued  up  to  about  the  time  when  the  United  States  entered  the 
war.  Germany  paid  two-thirds  of  the  expenses  and  Austria  one- 
third,  and  there  is  evidence  that  Germany's  foreign  office  authorized 
a  charge  to  be  made  by  the  embassy  of  $25,000  toward  supporting 
the  Liebau  Bureau,  or  the  workmen's  relief,  as  it  was  sometimes 
called. 

Mr.  Bielaski  has  testified  that  there  were,  approximately,  a  million 
German  and  Austrian  reservists  in  the  United  States,  and  that  the 
agencies  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  supplemented  by  various 
other  governmental  investigating  bureaus,  and  the  local  police  offi- 
cials of  the  various  cities  and  towns  of  the  United  States  aggregated, 
approximately,  700,000  men.  With  such  a  force  and  the  protection 
it  afforded,  a  wholesale  destruction  of  property  would  be  almost  im- 
possible. 

There  is  in  addition  one  very  potent  factor  which  militated  against 
the  »lans  of  the  German  agents,  that  is  the  high  wages  paid  to  the 
employees  in  munition  factories  and  the  natural  aversion  which  the 
average  man  has  for  destruction  or  damage  to  the  plant  in  which  he 
is  working  and  from  which  he  is  deriving  his  living.  The  fact  re- 
mains, however,  and  is  clearly  established  that  well-defined  plans 
were  made  to  prevent  the  manufacture  and  shipment  of  mimitions 
and  supplies  by  destructive  and  violent  methods  which  were  only 
partially  successful  and  covered  only  a  short  period  of  time. 
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Shortly  after  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Albert  and  Dr.  Demberg  in  the 
United  States  in  August,  1914,  there  was  established  under  their 
direction  an  organization  for  the  dissemination  of  German  propa- 
ganda through  newspapers  and  the  public  press.  This  organization 
was  known  as  the  German  Information  Service  and  has  been  referred 
to  as  .the  German  Information  Bureau.  It  had  its  headquarters  at 
1123  Broadway,  New  York  City,  and  was  in  the  immediate  charge 
of  Dr.  Carl  A.  Fuehr,  together  with  a  corps  of  translators,  writera, 
and  assistants,  who  conducted  the  operations  of  the  bureau  from  the 
fall  of  1914  down  to  about  the  1st  of  February,  1917. 

Dr.  Bernard  Demberg  was  sent  by  the  German  Government  to 
the  United  States  ostensibly  as  a  private  citizen,  but  in  reality  to 
have  general  supervision  of  the  publicity  propaganda  in  the  United 
States. 

Dr.  Carl  A.  Fuehr  was  the  former  commercial  attach^  of  the  Ger- 
man embassy  in  Tokyo,  Japan,  and  came  from  Japan  to  New  York 
shortly  after  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war. 

The  bureau  employed  Mathew  B.  Claussen,  who  had  been  pub- 
licity agent  of  the  Hamburg- American  Line,  as  the  ostensible  man- 
ager of  the  bureau  under  Dr.  Fuehr,  and  in  the  early  stages  of  the 
bureau's  operation  publicity  was  given  to  the  fact  that  the  bureau 
was  "conducted  by  JM.  B.  Claussen,"  at  the  request  of  a  number  of 
American  citizens  who  believed  that  the  public  desired  to  be  informed 
las  to  both  sides  of  the  war,  that  it  may  form  its  own  opinions  from 
the  facts.  That,  of  course,  was  done  to  deceive  the  public,  because 
the  bureau  was  organized,  financed,  and  directed  by  the  oflScial  rep- 
resentatives of  Germany. 

The  main  functions  of  the  bureau  were  to  prepare  daily  what  was 
known  as  an  information  sheet,  which  containecl  articles  on  the  war ' 
strongly  favoring  Germany  and  giving  information  which  tended  to 
uphold  the  German  cause.  These  sheets  were  sent  gratis  to  news- 
papei*s  all  over  the  United  States,  from  five  to  eight  hundred  news- 
papers being  supplied  with  this  service.  In  addition  the  bureau 
printed  and  distributed  a  large  quantity  of  pamphlets,  books,  and 
leaflets,  and  in  this  connection  worked  in  close  conjunction  with 
George  Sylvester  Vierick,  editor  of  a  weekly  paper  called  the  Father- 
land, which  was  strongly  pro-German  and  which  had  a  wide  circula- 
tion among  Germans  and  German- Americans  in  the  United  States. 

Dr.  Dernberg's  work  was  largely  supervisory,  so  far  as  the  bureau 
was  concerned,  he  devoting  a  great  deal  of  his  time  and  energies 
to  delivering  lectures  in  different  parts  of  the  country  jjid  in  get- 
ting in  contact  with  men  of  prominence  in  literary  and  educational 
circles  and  enlisting  the  efforts  of  newspaper  representatives  to  give 
a  favorable  comment  on  the  German  cause. 

Dr.  Demberg  and  Dr.  Albert  undertook  to  negotiate  the  pur- 
chase of  a  great  daily  newspaper  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and 
through  agents  and  representatives  made  plans  for  the  acquisition 
of  some  of  the  prominent  newspapers,  resulting  finally  in  the  pur- 
chase of  the  New  York  Evening  Mail  and  the  placing  of  Dr.  Edward 
A.  Rumely  in  charge  as  managing  editor. 

Dr.  Dernberg's  work  as  a  propagandist  in  the  United  States  came 
to  a  termination  as  a  result  of  a  speech  which  he  made  immediately 
following  the  sinking  of  the  Ludtania^  in  which  speech  he  justified 
the  action  of  the  German  Government. 
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Demberg  was  never  credited  as  a  diplomatic  representative  to  the 
United  States  by  ihe  German  Government,  and  he  returned  to  Ger- 
many in  June,  1915. 

In  December^  1914,  the  bureau  engaged  the  services  of  Dr.  Wil- 
liam Bayard  Hale  to  take  charge  of  the  publication  of  the  daily  in- 
formation sheet.  Dr.  Hale  was  well  known  as  an  author  and  writer. 
Hale  continued  as  head  of  the  German  Information  Bureau  from 
December,  1914,  to  December,  1915,  receiving  a  salary  of  $15,000  a 
year. 

In  addition  to  Dr.  Hale  and  Vierick,  Dr.  Fuehr  had  the  coopera- 
tion and  assistance  of  Dr.  Isaac  Straus,  who  had  charge  of  the  Jewish 
propaganda,  and  Dr.  Hecker,  who  had  been  sent  from  Germany  to 
take  charge  of  the  German  Red  Cross.  He  was  also  assisted  by 
Meyer,  one  of  the  directors  of  the  Hamburg- American  Line,  and 
Privy  Councilor  Dr.  Meyer  Gehardt,  who  accompanied  Dr.  Albert 
from  Germany.  In  addition  there  was  Dr.  Carl  Mechlenberg  and  a 
group  of  translators  and  readers,  who  assisted  in  compilmg  the 
material  for  publication. 

The  scheme  of  propaganda  was  to  write  up  each  day  a  series  of 
articles  strongly  pro-German  in  their  character,  which  articles  were 
compiled  from  the  daily  press,  from  German  newspapers,  German 
magazines,  German  books,  and  American  books. 

For  the  purposes  of  the  bureau  there  were  transported  to  them  from 
Germany  quantities  of  German  literature,  consisting  of  books,  maga- 
zines, illustrated  periodicals  of  various  kinds,  scientific  publications, 
books  on  the  war,  and  war  articles.  From  these  were  built  up  the 
articles  which  appeared  in  the  news  sheets  and  in  the  various  books 
^  and  pamphlets  mstributed  directly  by  the  bureau  or  through  the 
*  numerous  organizations  which  were  created  for  propaganda  purposes. 

The  evidence  shows  that  in  Dr.  Fuehr's  files  there  were  records  of 
3,906  different  topics,  oijt  of  which  Fuehr  had  made  use  of  1,430 
items,  by  either  giving  them  to  the  newspapers  through  the  German 
information  sheets  or  otherwise. 

In  addition  to  the  German  information  news  service,  the  bureau 
maintained  what  was  known  as  the  Irish  press  and  news  service. 
This  was  maintained  in  separate  oflSces  at  42  West  Forty-second 
Street,  New  York  City,  but  was  under  the  control  of  Dr.  Fuehr  and 
his  agents.  The  active  manager  of  the  Irish  pre^  and  news  service 
for  the  Germans  was  one  James  K.  Maguire,  who,  with  his  corps  of 
assistants,  sent  out  news-service  bulletins  two  or  three  times  a  week  to 
18  or  20  newspapers  in  many  of  which  he  personally  was  interested 
and  also  to  various  daily  newspapers.  Copies  of  all  propaganda 
material  supplied  by  the  Irish  press  and  news  service  was  sent  to 
Dr.  Fuehr. 

Throughout  the  German  propaganda  work  in  the  United  States 
use  was  made  by  the  Germans  oi  the  disaffection  of  the  Irish  toward 
England  and  common  cause  was  made  by  the  adroit  German  agents 
with  the  Irish- Americans,  and  throughout  the  various  associations 
and  societies  inaugurated  by  German  propaganda  will  be  found 
the  Irish- American  element  strongly  affiliated,  as  in  the^  early  stages 
the  German  agents  convinced  numerous  people  prominent  in  the 
Irish-American  groups  in  the  United  States  of  the  justness  of  the 
German  cause  and  the  advantage  of  a  dose  alliance  of  Germany  and 
the  Irish  sympathizers  as  against  England. 
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Dr.  Albert's  part  in  the  propaganda  work  of  the  German  repre- 
sentatives was  to  attend  conferences  with  Dr.  Fuehr,  Dr.  Hale,  and 
others,  advise  on  the  general  plan  of  propaganda  and  to  himself  de- 
liver talks  and  lectures  in  cluDs  and  in  more  or  less  exclusive  circles 
of  literary  men  and  educators. 

Part  oi  the  system  was  to  enlist  the  aid  and  assistance  of  profes- 
sors in  American  colleges  as  writers  in  favor  of  Germany,  so  that  their 
personal  influence  and  influence  of  their  reports  could  be  used  to  the 
advantage  of  the  German  cause. 

There  is  in  the  record  a  list  of  men  prominent  as  professors  and 
teachers  in  various  of  the  American  universities  whose  services  were 
enlisted  in  the  cause  of  Germany  and  who  wrote  and  lectured  in  favor 
of  the  German  cause.  Many  of  their  writings  were  published  in 
Verick's  Fatherland  in  the  first  instance,  and  then  widely  distributed 
in  pamphlet  form. 

A  list  of  a  number  of  the  books  distributed  by  the  Fuehr  bureau 
will  be  found  on  pages  1410  and  1415  of  the  record: 

The  Jewish  propaganda,  as  stated,  was  conducted  by  Dr.  Straus, 
who  was  sent  here  by  Dr.  Dernberg  and  Dr.  Albert  from  Germany 
especially  for  the  purpose. 

It  appears  td  have  been  the  idea  of  the  German  Government  that 
inasmuch  as  Russia  was  fighting  against  Germany,  the  Jews  would 
naturally  aflUiate  with  Germany,  Russia  having  oppressed  them  for 
many  years. 

Dr.  Straus  devoted  himself  to  that  work.  Dr.  Straus  was  assisted 
bv  a  translator  by  the  name  of  L.  S.  Malamede,  who  was  sent  from 
(jermany  for  the  purpose. 

In  a  letter  written  by  Dr.  Straus  to  Dr.  Albert,  under  date  of  Oo^ 
tober  20, 1914,  thie  following  is  quoted : 

The  manipulation  of  the  Jewish  press  in  America,  formerly  casual,  has  now 
been  changed  by  me  into  a  regular  systematic  information  service  and  organized 
on  a  firm  basis.  This  was  extremely  necessary  considering  the  peculiar  nature  of 
the  Jewish  press  and  the  difficult  conditions  in  other  countries  where  Jews  have 
not  full  citizenship.  The  confirmation  of  this  opinion  is  furnished  by  the  foUow- 
Ing  article  from  Die  Warheit,  of  which  I  spoke  to  you  recently. 

You  see  that  the  pro-German  attitude  of  the  Jews  here  has  put  the  times  Into 
a  tremendous  rage.  The  bureau  began  business  yesterday  and  I  spend  several 
hours  there  daily.  Dr.  Malamede  works  according  to  my  Instructions  and  under 
my  supervision. 

In  another  communication  sent  by  Dr.  Malamede  about  the  same 
time  is  a  report  on  his  work  in  the  Jewish  press,  showing  the  distribu- 
tion of  various  pro-German  articles  in  different  Jewish  publications 
in  various  parts  of  ^he  United  States. 

The  report  shows  that  from  the  period  of  June  14, 1915,  down  to 
January  4, 1916,  Dr.  Straus  received  apprdximately  $28,000  from  the 
German  Government,  presumably  for  a  small  part  of  the  Jewish 
propaganda,  for  other  records  show  that  Straus  received  from  Dr. 
Albert'^  office  between  four  and  five  million  dollars. 

In  further  connection  with  the  expenses  of  the  German  propa- 

fBinda  the  following  should  be  noted :  That  the  German  Government 
ad  spent  up  to  June  21,  1915,  on  press  propaganda  in  the  United 
States  the  sum  of  $786,000  and  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  about 
$1,700,000  expended  in  the  purchase  of  the  Evening  Mail  and  its 
manipulation.    In  addition  to  the  money  spent  in  New  York,  the 
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German  consuls  throughout  the  country  were  furnished  various  sums 
by  Von  Bemstorff  for  different  purposes,  and  the  aggregate  amount 
expended  by  the  German  Government  for  the  purpose  above  stated 
is  believed  by  your  committee  to  be  greatly  in  excess  of  the  amoimts 
disclosed  bv  the  evidence.  A  press  bureau  was  maintained  at  San 
Francisco  by  the  Grerman  consulate,  and  the  evidence  shows  that 
large  quantities  of  propaganda  literature  were  sent  by  the  Fuehr 
Bureau  into  Mexica 

As  part  of  the  information  service  there  was  operated  and  main- 
tained what  was  known  as  the  Trans-ocean  News  Service,  which  was 
operated  under  the  direction  of  Dr.  Fuehr  and  his  assistants,  which 
was  a  wireless  news  service  from  New  York  to  Berlin  by  way  of 
Sayville,  Long  Island,  and  the  Nauen  wireless  station  in  Germany. 
By  means  of  this  service  the  German  agents  operating  under  the 
direction  of  Dr.  Albert  and  Dr.  Fuehr  were  kept  in  direct  communi- 
cation with  Berlin  at  all  times  and  news  information  covering 
every  conceivable  phase  of  American  activities  was  collected,  classi- 
fied, and  forwarded  to  Berlin,  and  it  was  by  means  of  the  wireless 
service  that  a  great  deal  of  the  current  information  concerning  war 
happenings  that  went  to  make  up  the  German  information  sheet  was 
received. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  European  war  there  were  wireless 
plants  located  at  Sayville,  Long  Island,  and  Tuckerton,  N.  J.,  owned 
and  controlled  by  German  interests,  capable  of  receiving  and  trans- 
mitting messages  to  and  from  Berlin.  Through  this  means  of  com- 
munication material  received  from  Germany  was  forwarded  to 
various  centers  for  distribution  in  Central  and  South  America  and 
the  West  Indies  by  cable.  The  expenses  of  the  New  York  bureau 
conducted  by  Mr.  Fuehr  for  such  cable  service  amounted  to  many 
thousands  oi  dollars  a  month. 

A  letter  from  the  Gehnan  propagandist  agent  at  Corumba,  Brazil, 
dated  May  27, 1916,  which  was  intercepted  by  the  British  secret  serv- 
ice, reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

It  would  be  very  fitting  if  immediately  after  the  war  a  commission  of  wireless 
telegraphy  was  sent  to  all  the  States  of  South  America  to  obtain  concessions 
from  the  different  governments  for  the  establishment  of  wireless  stations  and 
to  start' constructing  the  same  immediately.  The  Sayville-Tuckerton  station 
has  been  invaluable  and  without  it  South  America  would  have  been  In  the 
hands  of  the  Anglo-French  news  service.  The  establishment  of  wireless  is 
certainly  cheaper  than  cable  and  impresses  Creole  governments  about  its  sim- 
plicity and  modernity. 

All  of  the  propaganda  work  in  the  United  States,  Mexico,  and 
South  America  was  conducted  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the 
German  foreign,  office  at  Berlin  by  the  central  section  for  foreign 
news  service,  or  Zentralstielle  fiir  Auslandsdienst.  This  section  of 
the  foreign  office  was  under  the  immediate  direction  of  Dr.  Thiel,  and 
was  the  bureau  to  which  Dr.  Fuehr  reported.  It  was  charged  with 
the  preparation  of  news  matter,  films,  books,  etc.,  for  war.  propa- 
ganda in  foreign  countries  and  was  the  principal  source  from  which 
foreign  newspaper  correspondents  in  Berlin  obtained  material  for 
their  dispatches. 

One  of  the  principal  and  most  important  means  of  disseminating 
German  propaganda  was  through  the  medium  of  moving  pictures, 
and  early  in  the  year  of  1915  the  German  Government  organized  in 
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the  United  States  a  film  corporation  known  as  the  American  Cor- 
respondence Film  Co.,  with  headquarters  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  from  Germany  moving-picture  films  of 
various  war  scenes  and  civil  life  in  Germany  for  dissemination 
through  the  moving-picture  houses  in  the  United  States 

In  a  letter  of  Zimmerman,  secretary  of  foreign  affairs  of  the 
German  Government,  dated  March  1,  1915,  addressed  to  Count  Von 
Bernstorff,  directions  are  given  for  the  carrying  on  of  this  type  of 
propaganda.    The  letter  states,  in  part,  as  follows : 

I  beg  to  advise  your  excellency  that  5  copies  of  a  film  1,200  meters  long  wlU 
shortly  go  to  the  German  Bureau  of  Information  In  New  York. 

As  propaganda  through  pictures  has  shown  itself  to  be  remarkably  effective 
In  neutral  foreign  countries,  it  seems  expedient  to  place  this  work  of  publica- 
tion on  a  greater  basis  than  heretofore. 

*  *  *  •  .    •  •  • 

In  consideration  of  the  fact  that  the  sending  of  larger  packages  to  the  United 
States  at  this  time  encounters  insuperable  difficuly,  the  establishment  and 
extension  of  a  central  place  in  New  York,  organized  on  a  large  scale,  seems 
imperatively  necessary.  In  this  case  particularly  sharp  proofs  of  all  photo- 
graphs and  films  received  here  should  be  sent  in  two  exemplifications  in  letter 
form  by  different  routes  to  the  central  point  in  New  York.  The  latter  could 
then,  by  calling  on  ^xperts  and  persona  weU  informed  of  conditions  there — 

1.  Have  produced  from  the  original  photographs  there  on  the  spot  dupU- 
cates,  enlargements,  stereotype  plates,  illustrated  writings  and  compositions, 
stereopticon  pictures,  etc. 

2.  Undertake  the  exhibition  of  this  entire  picture  and  films  in  the  whole 
country  through  agencies  to  be  established  in  all  the  larger  cities. 

In  a  report  of  Dr.  Fuehr  to  Dr.  Albert  under  date  of  April  20, 
1915,  the  lormer  states : 

As  I  had  the  honor  to  explain  briefly  at  the  session  of  the  press  bureau  on 
the  12th  of  this  month,  it  seems  settled  that  an  especial  registered  company 
will  be  formed  to  obtain  good  war  films  in  Germany  adapted  to  propaganda  in 
this  country  and  to  circulate  the  same  in  the  United  States. 

•  *  •  *  *  •*• 

According  to  the  wireless  received  here  yesterday,  the  plan  mentioned  has 
been  officially  approved  In  Berlin. 

The  company,  whose  incorporation  under  the  firm  name  "American  Corre- 
spondence Film  Ck>."  has  been  accomplished  to-day  under  the  proper  authori- 
ties, is  in  need  of  a  capital  of  nominaUy  $10,000,  divided  into  1,000  shares  of 
$10  per  share. 

The  interest  of  the  Imperial  Government  in  this  undertaking  consists  in  the 
facts  that  the  company  should  not  work  for  the  greatest  possible  financial  profit 
from  the  disposal  of  the  war  films,  but  lay  chief  emphasis  on  the  greatest  pos- 
sible circulation  of  them  in  the  most  respectable  film  theaters  of  the  land. 

The  company  was  incorporated  with  a  nominal  capital  of  $10,000, 
which  was  shortly  increased  to  $140,000.  The  enterprise  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Mathew  B.  Claussen,  of  the  Hamburg-American 
Line,  associated  with  whom  were  Felix  Malitz,  Adolph  Ingel,  and 
Dr.  Fuehr,  the  latter  retaining  control  of  the  company.  The  enter- 
prise was  largely  financed  by  German  money,  and  a  scheme  was 
adopted  of  smuggling  films  into  the  United  States  by  way  of  neu- 
tral countries  through  arrangements  made  with  the  chief  stewards 
of  certain  steamships.  As  a  result  of  these  activities,  Malitz  and 
Ingel  were  indicted  by  the  Federal  authorities,  convicted,  and  sen- 
tenced to  terms  of  imprisonment. 

A  great  many  films  were  brought  over,  the  company  having  sent 
two  men  to  Grermany  to  take  the  pictures  and  write  the  scenarios, 
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and  there  was  considerable  distribation  throughout  the  moving-pic- 
ture houses  of  the  United  States.  An  effort  was  made  to  interest  the 
Hearst  Fihn  Service  in  handling  all  of  the  films  obtained  and  pro- 
duced by  the  American  Correspondence  Film  Co.,  but  the  propositi<m 
was  not  consununated. 

Under  date  of  December  3,  1915,  Dr.  Fuehr  makes  a  report  to  Von 
Bemstorff  which  indicates  that  the  display  of  films  was  considered  by 
him  to  be  effective.    The  letter,  in  part,  is  as  follows : 

Our  opponents  now  seem  to  have  recognized  the  effectiveness  of  this  propa- 
ganda and  are  exhibiting  films  from  their  fronts,  which  do  not  fail  to  make  an 
impression,  with  extraordinary  outlays  for  extensive  advertising  and  under  the 
patronage  of  the  highest  personalities.  Some  of  the  films  exhibited  are  quite 
excellent;  others  are  obviously  maneuver  pictures,  which,  however,  have  a 
thrilUng  effect  upon  the  public. 

*  *  «     .  «  «  «  m 

Would  it  not  be  possible  to  secure  similar  pictures  of  our  front3  for  distriba- 
tion to  the  American  Correspondence  Film  Co.?  We  have  far  more  celebrated 
men  to  Introduce  than  any  of  our  opponents ;  we  have  the  most  varied  fronts ; 
we  have  a  much  grander  organization. 

With  the  films  which  we  have  heretofore  received,  mostly  from  Austria  and 
much  from  Germany,  our  business  manager,  with  a  skill  highly  worthy  of 
recognition,  has  made  up  four  good  film  dramas,  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  he 
would  do  much  better  if  our  people  were  given  more  opportunity  to  take  inter- 
esting views. 

According  to  the  books  of  the  American  Correspondence  Film  Co., 
it  had  received  up  to  October  31, 1915,  from  the  Gterman  Government 
the  sum  of  $78,600; 

In  May  of  1916  the  assets  and  property  of  the  company  were 
turned  over  by  the  German  Government  to  Malitz  and  wound  up 
their  direct  connection  with  the  film  business. 

As  part  of  the  German  propaganda  system  in  the  United  States, 
Dr.  Albert,  Count  Von  Bemstorff,  and  other  German  representa- 
tives ana  agents  were  particularly  active  in  the  organization  of  and 
subsidizing  of  innumerable  societies  and  leagues  formed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  spreading  German  propaganda^  and  one  at  least  for  the  defi- 
nite purpose  of  influencing  national  legislation. 

A  review  of  all  of  these  organizations  and  their  various  ramifica- 
tions would  be  impracticable,  but  reference  may  be  had  to  the  most 
important  ones  as  typical  of  this  part  of  the  system. 

The  most  important  and  far-reaching  of  the  efforts  made  by  the 
German  Government  and  its  sympathizers  was  the  organization  of 
what»  was  known  as  the  American  embargo  conference,  which  was 
organized  in  the  summer  of  1915.  Those  in  direct  charge  of  the  move- 
ment were  William  Bayard  Hale,  then  in  the  employ  of  the  Grerman 
Government  and-  connected  with  the  Dr.  Fuehr  Bureau ;  one  G.  H. 
Jacobson,  from  Chicago;  Carl  E.  Schmidt,  of  Detroit,  Mich.;  Rev. 
Charles  F.  Aked ;  Will  R.  McDonald,  a  newspaper  man,  who  was  en- 
gaged as  press  agent;  and  George  F.  Hanscher,  president.  The 
organization  was  incorporated  in  September  of  1915  under  the  laws 
of  Illinois.  The  organization  and  its  activities  are  described  in  a 
report  made  by  Jacobson  to  William  Bayard  Hale,  which  reads  in 
part  as  follows: 

The  organization  of  the  American  embargo  conference  was  first  formally 
discussed  at  a  meeting  held  in  Detroit  on  July  10,  1915.  This  meeting  was 
attended  by  representative  men  from  Illinois,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minne- 
sota, and  several  other  Statea 
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At  this  meeting  namerous  plans  were  canvassed  In  an  effort  to  adopt  one 
that  would  be  most  likely  to  bring  about  the  success  of  the  embargo  movement* 
and  when  the  plans  had  been  outlined  the  committee  adjourned  to  allow  the 
representatives .  to  consider  them  all  thoroughly,  with  the  understanding  that 
they  would  be  again  canvassed  at  a  meeting  to  be  held  in  Chicago  on  July  24.     % 

A  meeting  wtts  held  in  Chicago,  and  the  plan  adopted  was  to 
endeavor  to  influence  the  voters  of  the  United  States,  particularly 
the  German- American  voters,  to  use  every  effort  with  their  Congress- 
men and  Senators  to  pass  a  resolution  which  would  be  introduced 
prohibiting  the  shipping  of  naunitions  and  supplies  to  the  Allies. 
The  plan  adopted  was  exceedingly  comprehensive,  in  that  it  con- 
templated a  local  organization  in  every  town  and  city  in  the  United 
States  and  the  obtaining  of  signatures  to  individual  declarations  by 
voters  who  either  were  opposed  to  the  shipment  of  munitions  and 
supplies  to  the  Allies  or  who  could  be  persuaded  to  oppose  the 
shipment. 

The  report  of  Jacobson  to  Dr.  Hale  states: 

The  first  weeks  of  the  campaign  taught  us  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
conference  to  depend  in  many  ways  upon  the  workers  in  the  different  localities, 
and  this  brought  about  the  plan  to  establish  local  branches  of  the  conference  in 
aU  of  the  cities,  towns,  and  villages  of  the  United  States. 

This  work  has  been  pushed  rapidly  during  the  past  two  weeks,  and  already 
the  conference  has  found  that  the  local  organization  plan  will  make  it  possible 
to  have  the  vote  lined  up  and  under  orders  In  time  to  make  it  possible  for  the 
voters  to  show  the  Congressmen  a  strength  that  they  wiU  be  afraid  to  ignore. 

The  method  of  doing  this  has  been  to  secure  the  name  or  names  of  persons 
in  different  localities  who  are  known  to  be  strongly  in  favor  of  an  embargo. 
We  have  secured  these  names  in  different  manners.  In  one  way  we  sent  out 
letters  to  the  editors  of  the  different  German  papers  of  the  country  asking  them 
to  supply  us  with  names.  Again,  we  took  the  names  of  writers  who  had  se- 
cured some  of  our  postal  cards  and  had  not  contented  themselves  with  sending 
in  their  pledges,  but  had  written  for  more  cards  or  had  sent  in  contributions 
to  help,  the  movement  or  had  written  to  ask  in  what  manner  they  could  give 
their  services. 

And  further  on  the  report  states: 

In  addition  to  all  this,  a  staff  of  German- American  speakers,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  Dr.  Herman  Crerhard,  has  been  at  work  among  the  German-American 
organizations  of  the  States  of  Illinois,  of  Indiana,  of  Michigan,  of  Wisconsin, 
and  of  Nebraska,  and  these  speakers  have  been  teaching  the  doctrine  of  organi- 
zation until  we  can  say  that  It  has  been  well  drilled  into  the  German-Americans 
of  these  sections,  and  already  they  are  at  work  lining  up  the  voters  of  other 
nationalities. 

******* 

To  aid  in  the  initial  work  in  Illinois,  Dr.  Gerhard,  an  excellent  speaker  and 
a  most  successful  organizer,  was  brought  to  Chicago  from  Texas,  and,  as  has 
been  said  before,  was  placed  in  charge  of  the  speakers  of  our  German-American 
bureau.  Dr.  Gerhard  first  devoted  his  time  to  the  German-American  societies 
of  Chicago,  and  his  success  in  securing  their  hearty  support  and  offers  of  as- 
sistance was  such  as  to  lead  the  conference  to  add  other  speakers,  and  these 
men  are  now  being  sent  out  as  rapidly  as  our  funds  wiU  permit 

The  report  then  goes  into  more  detail  about  describing  the  distri- 
bution of  literature  of  various  kinds,  including  pamphlets  and  copies 
of  editorials  from  certain  prominent  American  newspapers  which 
were  in  favor  of  the  embargo,  and  then  says : 

To-day  J.  J.  Tobias,  of  the  Friends  of  Peace,  in  an  interview  in  the  Chicago 
Herald,  declared  that  the  Teutonic  voters  of  the  country  to  the  number  of  five 
million  were  "going  to  raise  hell  with  any  party  not  in  our  favor."  One 
month  ago'  this  statement  would  have  called  down  the  wrath  of  a  score  of 
editorial  writers.    To-day  the  editorial  writers  and  the  politicians  are  wonder- 
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Ing  just  how  close  to  the  right  number  of  voters  Mr.  Tobias  was  when  he 
put  the  figure  at  five  million. 

And  if  the  American  embargo  conference's  success  continues  to  grow  as  It 
has  been  growing  during  these  early  and  trying  weeks  of  its  short  career  the 
iy)Iiticians  of  the  country  will  find  that  the  Teutonic  voters  of  the  country  are 
not  standing  filone  but  are  lined  up  with  other  Americans  in  a  body  of  ALaeri- 
cans  who  are  all  real  Americans  and  of  so  many  nationalities  that  no  one  will 
attempt  to  drag  out  one  nationality  and  attempt  to  hold  it  up  to  scorn  as  the 
friends  of  the  munition  forces  have  been  attemping  to  do  with  the  Grerman- 
American  vote. 

The  report  shows  that  the  embargo  conference  was  particularly 
active  in  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  New  York,  Arkansas,  Ala- 
bama, Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Texas,  Iowa,  and  Michi- 
gan. 

As  a  result  of  the  activities  of  this  group  which  composed  the 
embargo  conference  the  members  of  Congress  were  flooiied  with 
numerous  prepaid  telegrams  from  all  over  me  country,  all  of  which 
telegrams  were  prepaid  by  the  embargo  conference  in  different  forms 
and  made  to  appear  as  though  coming  from  separate  groups  of  people 
who  were  solely  prompted  by  their  own  views  in  sending  the  request. 

The  embargo  conference  continued  its  activities  through  1916  and 
into  the  early  part  of  1917.  It  was  financed  in  part  by  contribu- 
tions made  by  citizens,  many  of  whom  were  of  German  extraction, 
and  a  partial  list  of  these  contributions  appears  in  the  record  on 
pages  1508  to  1512. 

Confidential  communications  which  passed  between  Von  Bem- 
storff  to  the  foreign  ofiBce  in  Berlin  and  from  other  German  agents, 
show  that  the  movement  was  financed  in  a  large  measure  by  the  Ger- 
man Government 

Eeiswitz,  the  German  consul  at  Chicago,  under  date  of  December 
21, 1915,  sent  a  cipher  message  to  the  German  ambassador  requesting 
financial  assistance  for  the  embargo  conference  to  the  extent  of  six 
or  seven  thousand  dollars  to  continue  its  activities,  stating  that  the 
embargo  conference  has  rendered  service  worthy  of  acknowledgment. 

In  September,  1916,  Von  Bernstorff  sent  a  message  to  the  foreign 
office,  Berlin,  in  part,  as  follows: 

The  embargo  conference  In  regard  to  whose  earUer  fruitful  cooperation  Dr. 
Hale  can  give  Information,  is  just  about  to  enter  upon  a  vigorous  campaign  to 
secure  a  majority  in  both  Houses  of  Congress  favorable  to  Germany,  and 
requests  further  support.    There  is  no  possibility  of  our  being  compromised. 

And  later,  on  January  22,  1917,  just  prior  to  the  breach  in  diplo- 
matic relations,  Count  Von  Bernstorff  sent  the  following  message  to 
the  foreign  office  in  Berlin : 

I  request  authority  to  pay  out  up  to  $50,000  in  order,  as  on  former  occasions, 
to  influence  Congress,  through  the  organization  you  know  of,  which  can  per- 
haps prevent  war.  I  am  beginning  in  the  meantime  to  act  accordingly.  In 
the  above  circumstances  a  public  official  German  declaration  in  favor  of  Ireland 
is  highly  desirable  in  order  to  gain  the  support  of  Irish  influence  here. 

It  was  about  this  time  that  the  embargo  conference,  which  had  been 
continued  by  popular  subscription  as  well  as  by  German  subsidy, 
was  causing  telegrams  to  be  sent  to  Congressmen  and  Senators  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  urging  them  to  stand  firm  against  any 
declaration  of  war.     Specimens  of  these  telegrams  are  as  follows : 

Your  constituents  urge  and  expect  you  to  stand  like  a  rock  against  the  pass- 
ing fren2or  of  insane  and  criminal  folly  on  the  part  of  the  small  portion  of 
interested  i)ersons  who  are  clamoring  for  war.  We  want  peace.  Nothing 
warrants  any  other  action. 
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Another  reads  as  follows: 

If  warlike  rumors  coming  from  Washington  are  true,  will  you  let  me  reassure 
you  that  the  great  majority  of  your  constituents  stand  for  peace,  believe  war 
now  unnecessary  and  uncalled  for,  and  will  resent  being  precipitated  Into  the 
European  conflict 

In  the  early  stages  of  the  activities  of  the  embargo  conference,  in 
1915,  Dr.  Hale  organized  a  women's  auxiliary  known  as  the  League 
of  American  Women  for  Strict  Neutrality,  which  had  its  headquar- 
ters in  the  city  of  Baltimore.  The  object  of  this  association  was  to 
enlist  the  women  of  the  United  States  against  war  and  the  shipment 
of  munitions  and  supplies  to  the  Allies. 

At  one  of  the  conferences  held  at  Dr.  Fuehr's  office,  written  report 
of  which  is  in  the  record  at  page  1394,  the  following  appears : 

Mr.  Hale  then  reports  concerning  the  progress  of  his  negotiations  with  the 
Baltimore  ladles  concerning  the  propaganda  against  the  export  of  arms. 

All  preparations  were  made  for  carrying  through  the  project  of  poster  adver- 
tising. A  pamphlet  entitled  *'  Thou  shalt  not  kill,"  written  by  Mr.  Hale,  has 
been  printed  and  will  be  sent  out  Signatures  to  a  petition  to  Congress  collected 
by  the  ladies  now  number  200,000  and  wUl  in  time  perhaps  reach  600,000.  The 
ladies  have  applied  for  assistance  In  their  campaign  to  a  number  of  persons 
named  by  Mr.  Hale.  It  Is  suggested  that  It  be  put  up  to  the  ladies  to  address 
the  petition  to  the  President  and  Congress  and  not  wait  until  the  collection 
of  signatures  is  complete  before  sending  it  to  Waslilngton,  but  send  them  at  once 
in  batches  of  about  10,000. 

The  League  of  American  Women  for  Strict  Neutrality  received 
$20,000  from  the  German  fund  for  poster  advertising,  which  sum  was 
paid  through  Dr.  Hale. 

In  the  same  report  the  following  is  stated : 

Mr.  Claussen*  proposes  to  have  a  film  prepared  for  propaganda  against  the 
exportation  of  arms,  which  shall  exhibit  the  manufacture  of  American  shrapnel 
munition  and  afterwards  show  In  drastic  style  the  results  of  the  use  of  this 
munition. 

Mr.  Hale  reports  that  Mrs.  Hale  Is  busy  upon  propaganda  against  the  exporta- 
tion of  horses.  Mr.  Claussen  undertakes  to  have  a  correspondingly  touching 
scenario  (story  of  former  fire-brigade  mare  slaughtered  in  Flanders)  written. 

At  this  same  conference,  which  took  place  on  May  24,  1915,  the 
report  states: 

Mr.  Hale  calls  attention  to  the  Interview,  printed  In  the  evening  papers,  with 
the  surviving  passenger  of  the  Lusitania,  Dr.  Foss,  who  has  arrived  here. 
It  Is  resolved  that  Mr.  Claussen  have  the  said  Foss  Interviewed  as  to  whether 
the  Lusitania  had  any  guns  mounted  on  the  deck  at  the  time  she  was  torpedoed. 
Mr.  Meyer  undertakes  to  prepare  a  collection  of  newspaper  clippings  In  his 
office  containing  statements  of  passengers,  etc.,  which  show  the  blame  attached 
to  the  Cunard  Line.    Mr.  Fuehr  will  also  prepare  a  similar  collection. 

The  evidence  shows  that  an  attempt  was  made  on  the  part  of 
the  German  Government  to  prove  by  various  false  affidavits  of  pas- 
sengers and  those  who  claimed  to  be  passengers  that  the  Lusitmia 
carried  guns  mounted  on  her  forward  deck,  all  of  which  was  after- 
wards disproven  and  admitted  to  be  false  by  Grerman  representatives 
in  this  country.  However,  as  a  result  of  Dr.  Fuehr's  work,  enor- 
mous publicity  was  given  to  the  claim  of  the  Germans  that  the  Lim- 
tania  was  armed  and  consequently  the  act  of  the  German  submarine 
in  sinking  her  was  justified. 

As  part  of  the  German  propaganda  sjrstem  there  was  incorporated 
by  one  Jeremiah  A.  O'l^eary,  an  American  citizen  of  Irish  extrac- 
tion, what  was  known  as  the  American  Truth  Society,  which  had 
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a  very  large  membership,  made  up  principally  of  Germans  and 
German- Americans  and  American  citizens  of  Irish  extraction.  This 
association  had  its  headquarters  in  the  city  of  New  York  and  had 
among  its  prominent  members  and  organizers  such  men  as  George 
Sylvester  Viereck,  Bernard  H.  Ritter,  of  the  New  York  Staats  Zie- 
tung;  Frederick  F.  Schroeder,  associated  with  Viereck  in  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Fatherland ;  and  Jeremiah  A.  O'Leary,  who  was  the  presi- 
dent of  the  society. 

O'Leary 's  activities  were  mainly  directed  to  lectures  and  address- 
ing public  meetings  in  New  York  and  in  various  parts  of  the  United 
States,  writing  articles  for  the  German  propaganda  publications, 
and  conducting  a  publication  of  his  own  known  as  The  Bull. 
O'Leary's  writings  and  speeches  were  violently  anti-British  and  up- 
held the  cause  of  Germany  as  against  England. 

The  society  published  a  large  number  of  pro-German  and  anti- 
British  pamphlets  and  books,  which  had  a  wide  distribution,  a  list 
of  which  is  round  on  page  1541  of  the  record.  An  examination  of 
these  pamphlets  and  books  show  their  violent  anti-British  and  pro- 
German  character. 

Just  how  much  the  German  Government  assisted  in  iBjiancing  the 
American  Truth  Society  has  never  been  developed,  but  the  records 
show  the  transfer  of  approximately  $10,000  to  the  society  through  a 
banking  house  in  New  York,  which  money  came  from  the  German 
Government,  and  a  direction  by  Dr.  Albert  in  a  letter  of  April  19, 
1916,  to  another  banking  house  to  pay  over  to  the  treasurer  of  the 
society  the  sum  of  $500  and  charge  the  same  to  his  account. 

The  society  was  maintained  in  a  large  measure  by  financial  contri- 
butions of  its  members,  80  or  90  per  cent  of  the  contributors  being 
German  or  German  extraction. 

O'Leary  is  under  indictment  by  the  Federal  authorities  for  viola- 
tion of  the  Federal  statutes  on  account  of  his  activities. 
'  This  society  was  particularly  active  during  the  year  1915  in  the 
concentrated  effort  being  made  to  induce  Congress  to  place  an  em- 
bargo upon  the  shipment  of  munitions  and  supplies  to  aUied  Govern- 
ments, and  to  the  formation  of  a  large  association  of  various  pro- 
German,  societies  which  went  under  the  name  of  the  Friends  of 
Peace,  which  was  organized  through  the  assistance  of  the  German- 
American  Alliance  of  the  city  of  New  York,  of  which  Henry 
Weissman  was  president. 

The  Friends  of  Peace  held  two  large  meetings  in  1915,  one  in 
Madison  Square  Garden,  in  New  York,  and  one  in  Chicago,  which 
meetings  were  addressed  by  prominent  Americans  who  were  in 
favor  of  peace  for  the  United  States  at  any  price  and  who  were 
particularly  in  favor  of  an  embargo  on  shipment  of  munitions  to  the 
Allies.  These  addresses  were  widely  distributed  by  the  various  pro- 
German  organizations  throughout  the  United  States. 

In  their  efforts  to  create  a  sentiment  in  the  United  States  against 
the  manufacture  and  shipment  of  munitions  to  the  Allies,  the  Grerman 
agents  under  the  direction  of  Dr.  Albert,  acting  through  Dr.  Rumley, 
undertook  the  preparation  and  publication,  in  April,  of  1915,  of  what 
was  known  as  an  appeal  to  the  American  people,  which  was  published 
in  most  of  the  foreign  language  newspapers  of  the  United  States  on 
or  about  the  5th  of  April,  1915,  and  in  about  70  of  the  principal 
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daily  papers  published  in  the  English  language.  This  propaganda 
was  handled  by  Louis  N.  Hammerling,  president  of  the  American 
Association  of  Foreign  Language  Newspapers,  which  has  its  head- 
quarters in  the  city  of  New  York.  A  great  deal  of  evidence  has  been 
given  concerning  the  operations  of  this  association  in  connection  with 
the  propaganda  conducted  for  the  United  States  Brewers'  Associa- 
tion. Mr.  Hammerling  appeared  before  the  committee  and  was  ex- 
amined at  length,  as  well  as  other  witnesses  who  testified  on  the  same 
subject. 

The  American  Association  of  Foreign  Language  Newspapers  is  a 
corporation  of  which  Mr.  .Hammerling  had  the  controlling  interest. 
It  is,  in  fact,  an  advertising  agency  of  the  foreign-language  press  of 
^he  TTnited  States,  and  through  the  parceling  out  of  advertising  con- 
tracts and  business  by  Hammerling  its  so-called  membership  was 
held  together  and  was  used  by  Hammerling  and  others  who  retained 
him  for  political  and  propaganda  purposes. 

Hammerling's  clients  consisted  of  a  considerable  number  of  large 
national  advertisers,  whose  annual  appropriations  for  advertising 
purposes  ran  up  into  very  large  amounts  of  money.  This  advertising 
was  distributed  among  tne  foreign-language  papers  by  Hammerling, 
who  received  a  commission  for  placing  the  advertising  contracts  with 
the  newspapers  that  belonged  to  his  association. 

This  association,  in  existence  since  about  1908,  embraced  between 
six  and  seven  hundred  newspapers  published  in  various  parts  of  the 
United  States  in  about  30  foreign  languages,  exclusive  of  the  German 
lan^iage,  and  including  Bohemian,  Italian,  Jewish,  Polish,  Hun- 
garian, Servian,  etc. 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  testimony  of  witnesses  and  from  the  prac- 
tices shown  by  the  arrangements  made  between  Hammerling  and  the 
brewers'  association  that  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  foreign-language 
papers  accepted  and  printed  practically  anything  that  they  were 
requested  to  do  by  Hammerling  in  the  way  of  news  and  propaganda 
articles. 

The  plan  of  publication  of  articles  was  as  follows:  The  Associa- 
tion of  Foreign  Language  Newspapers  published  a  bimonthly  maga- 
zine known  as 'the  American  Leader,  in  the  English  language  and 
to  which  various  writers  contributed  articles.  Many  of  these  articles 
were  translated  into  the  various  foreign  languages,  printed  in  proof 
form,  and  sent  to  the  foreign-language  newspapers  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  association  for  publication. 

In  the  case  of  the  brewers  who  used  the  Hammerling  association 
extensively  a  long  series  of  articles  on  personal  lil)erty  were  published* 
first  in  the  American  Leader,  translated '  into  27  different  foreign 
languages,  and  sent  in  proof  form  to  the  newspapers,  and  republished 
in  the  language  of  the  individual  paper.  Mr.  Percy  Andreae,  rep- 
resenting the  brewers,  prepared  these  articles  which  were  signed  by 
Hammerling. 

In  March,  1915,  Hammerling  was  approached  by  Dr.  Rumely  with 
a  proposition  to  publish  in  the  foreign-language  press  an  appeal  to 
the  American  people  against  the  manufacture  and  shij)ment  of  muni- 
tions to  the  Allies.  Hammerling  denied  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
Rumely  was  working  for  the  German  Government,  claiming  that  he 
went  into  the  proposition  purely  from  the  standpoint  of  financial 
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E refit.  This,  however,  is  denied  by  one  of  his  former  associates,  who 
ad  assisted  in  the  preparation  of  the  article.  The  appeal  was  pre- 
pared and  arrangements  were  made  to  publish  the  same  in  some  five 
nmidred  of  the  papers  who  were  members  of  the  association,  as  well 
as  in  some  seventy  English-language  papers.  The  consideration 
agreed  upon  was  $205,000.  The  appeal  was  published,  as  arranged, 
on  or  about  the  5th  of  April,  1915,  in  the  daily  papers  and  continued 
to  be  published  in  the  weekly  papers  at  intervals  during  the  month 
of  April.  This  appeal  appears  on  page  568  of  the  record*  and  reads, 
in  part,  as  follows : 

We  appeal  to  the  American  people,  to  the  high-minded  and  courageous  Ameri- 
can press,  and  to  the  American  manufacturer  of  powder,  shrapnel,  and  cartridges, 
and  we  appeal  to  the  workmen  engaged  in  the  plants  devoted  to  the  manufac-- 
ture  of  ammunitions  for  use  of  the  nations  at  war  to  Immediately  cease  making 
powder,  shrapnel,  and  cartridges  destined  to  destroy  our  brothers,  widow  our 
sisters  and  mothers,  and  orphan  their  children,  as  well  as  destroy  forever  the 
priceless  possession  handed  down  by  our  ancestors. 

We  appeal  particularly  to  the  American  manufacturers  and  their  workm^i 
engaged  in  manufacturing  any  of  these  articles  to  suspend  at  once  the  manu- 
facture of  powder  and  bullets,  which  are  being  made  for  the  cruel  and  Inhuman 
purpose  of  mutilating  and  destroying  humanity. 

We  appeal  individually  to  the  workmen  of  such  factories,  even  at  the  sacrifice 
of  their  positions,  to  go  on  record  as  being  unalterably  opposed  to  being  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  ammunition  to  shatter  the  bodies  and  blot  out 
the  lives  of  their  own  blood  relatives. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  Hammerling  had  sent  agents  and 
representatives  to  the  principal  munition  manufacturing  centers  prior 
to  the  publication  of  the  appeal  in  order  to  ascertain  the  nationality 
of  the  various  workers  in  the  munition  plants.  Men  were  sent  to 
Bridgeport,  Conn.;  Illion,  N.  Y.;  Bethlehem,  Pa.;  and  to  munition 
plante  in  Brooklyn.  Hammerling  denied  that  these  men  were  sent 
to  stir  up  any  labor  troubles,  but  were  merely  sent  to  ascertain  the 
extent  or  the  foreign  element  employed  in  the  plants. 

This  appeal  had  an  enormous  circulation,  and,  of  course,  was  de- 
signed by  the  German  agents  to  reach  the  foreign-born  element  outside 
of  the  Germans  and  to  add  the  weight  of  this  element  to  the  general 
propaganda  being  conducted  at  the  same  time  by  the  various  propa- 
ganda organizations  throughout  the  country. 

The  extent  of  the  circulation  of  the  foreign-language  press  con- 
trolled by  Hammerling  at  about  this  time  is  described  by  Percy 
Andreae  m  a  report  made  to  the  brewers'  association  on  October  15, 
1915,  as  follows : 

The  personal-liberty  articles  appearing  In  the  American  Leader  are  being  r^ 
pubUshed  In  30  languages  in  whole  or  In  part  by  about  800  newspapers,  with 
a  total  circulation  of  6,000,000  copies.  There  are  thus  being  reached  through 
this  channel  18,000,000  readers  biweekly.  The  organization  of  this  press  and 
the  elements  surrounding  it  by  the  American  Association  of  Foreign  Language 
Newspapers  has  now  reached  the  stage  at  which  practical  results  can  be  ciy- 
tained  throughout  the  country  by  the  application  of  proper  organization  meth< 
ods  in  any  locality  where  this  press  Is  represented.  This  has  been  proven 
beyond  question  in  Ohio,  where  in  the  last  campaign,  through  the  Instrumental- 
ity of  the  foreign-language  press,  registration  of  voters  of  foreign  origin  or 
foreign  extraction  exceeded  in  one  county  alone  by  over  20,000  anything  ever 
known  In  the  political  history  of  the  county. 

It  developed  in  the  examination  of  Hammerling  that,  althoiigh  the 
latter  at  times  claimed  to  be  an  American  citizen  by  naturalization 
and  to  have  been  born  in  the  island  of  Hawaii,  in  fact  he  was  bom 
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in  Galacia,  under  the  sovereignty  of  the  Austrian  Imperial  Govern- 
ment; that  he  had  made  a  false  affidavit  upon  his  application  for 
naturalization  in  the  State  of  Pennsn^lvania  in  1901  and  upon  his 
own  admission  had  only  resided  in  the  United  States  for  a  period 
of  three  years  prior  to  his  application  for  naturalization  papers. 
He  admitted  that  his  principal  property  interests  were  in  Galacia, 
and,  while  denying  all  knowledge  oi  the  fact  that  the  Gterman  Gov- 
ernment had  employed  him  and  his  association  for  propaganda  pur- 
Soses,  admitted  that  he  could  see  no  harm  in  the  appeal,  as  it  was 
one  purely  for  financial  profit. 

It  appeared  from  Hammerling's  statement  and  from  other  evi- 
dence that  all  of  his  personal  books,  papers  and  documents,  and  the 
records  of  his  association,  covering  tne  years  1915  and  1916  have  been 
destroyed. 

No  other  evidence  on  the  use  of  the  Foreign  Language  Press  As- 
sociation for  German  propaganda  purposes  was  obtained,  but  it  is 
clear  from  tihe  evidence  that  Hanunerhnc  was  employed  for  a  defi- 
nite purpose  by  the  German  agents  and  tne  record  indicates  that  he 
knew  at  the  time  the  purpose  for  which  he  was  being  employed. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  there  are  several  thousand  for- 
eign-language publications  in  the  United  States,  of  which  a  large 
number  were  unpatriotic  and  disloyal  to  the  United  States,  its  prin- 
ciples and  institutions,  and  it  has  been  established  that  some  of  these 
were  subsidized  by  the  Grerman  and  Austrian  Governments.  Nor  was 
the  foreign  language  press  alone  responsible  for  all  pro-Grerman 
propamnda.  Many  English  newspapers,  both  before  and  for  months 
after  America  entered  flie  war^  wniie  not  shown  to  have  been  actu- 
ally subsidized  nor  charged  with  actual  violation  of  the  espionage 
act,  persisted  in  the  endeavor  through  editorials,  news  columns,  and 
cartoons,  to  create  a  popular  prejudice  against  the  war  and  against 
effectual  action  on  the  part  of  the  United  States.  The  effect  of  this 
attitude  on  the  part  of  these  English  newspapers  was  to  encourage 
Germany  and  German  sympathizers. 

One  OI  the  most  effective  organizations  of  the  German  propagandist 
system  was  the  German  University  league,  an  organization  formed 
in  the  city  of  New  York  by  a  group  of  Germans,  German-Americans, 
and  American  citizens  who  were  strongly  pro-German  in  their  sym- 
patliies,  including  Dr.  Edmund  Von  Mach;  William  E.  Shepard,  of 
Columbia  University;  M.  E.  Hine,  George  Viereck's  father-in-law; 
Dr.  Hugo  Schweitzer,  chief  chemist  of  the  Bayer  Chemical  Co.,  and 
others. 

The  constitution  states  the  purpose  of  the  league  to  be — 

1.  To  establish  in  the  United  States  a  well-organized  center  for  former 
students  at  German  Universities  and  other  Oerman  Institutions  of  similar 
standards  in  Germany,  Austria-Hungary,  and  other  countries. 

2.  To  cooperate  with  every  effort  to  strengthen  the  regard  for  the  Germans 
and  for  their  aims  and  ideals,  and  to  secure  for  them  fair  play  and  proper 
appreciation. 

8.  To  correct  misinformation  about  German  conditions  and  problems  by 
placing  before  educated  Americans  and  before  the  press  of  this  country  reliable 
material  bearing  on  German  affairs. 

This  organization  had  branches  in  New  York  City ;  Boston,  Mass. ; 
Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  Richmond,  Va. ;  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  Chicago,  111. ;  St. 
Louis  Mo.;  Milwaukee,  Wis. ;  Kansas  City,  Kans.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  and 
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San  Francisco,  Calif.  Its  membership  was  made  up  of  college  profes- 
sors, F^riters,  publishers,  clergymen,  scientists,  and,  generally,  men  of 
higher  education. 

There  is  little  evidence  of  the  actual  activities  of  this  membership 
as  a  group,  with  the  exception  of  the  work  of  Dr.  Edmimd  Von  Mach, 
who  wrote  several  books  m  favor  of  the  German  cause,  wrote  continu- 
ously for  the  newspapers,  and  presented  a  petition  to  Congress  on 
the  2d  of  April,  1917,  urging  Congress  to  refuse  to  declare  war 
against  Germany.  This  petition  is  foimd  on  pages  1532  to  1536  of  tlie 
Record. 

The  only  evidence  contained  in  the  record  that  the  German  Uni- 
versity League  was  subsidized  by  the  German  Government  agents  in 
the  United  States  is  contained  in  a  message  of  Count  Von  Bernstorff 
to  the  foreign  office,  dated  November  1, 1916,  in  which  Von  Bemstortf 
states  as  follows : 

Since  the  LusitarUa  case  we  have  strictly  confined  ourselves  to  such  propa- 
gantla  as  can  not  hurt  ns  if  it  becomes  known.  The  sole  exception  is  perhaps 
the  peace  propaganda,  which  has  cost  the  largest  amount,  but  which  also  has 
been  the  most  successful. 

Latterly  I  have  been  using  the  embargo  association  and  some  entirely  reliable 
private  intermediaries.  I  have  also  made  use  of  the  German  University  League, 
founded  since  the  war.    This  has  done  its  best  to  take  the  place  of  the  German 

Association,  which  has  been  of  no  use  during  the  war  on  account  of  its 

management.  The  league  has  published  under  my  collaboration  an  excellent 
collection  of  reports  on  the  war,  which  will  be  of  great  ser^ce  to  our  cause. 
The  support  which  I  have  already  given  the  league  Is  entered  in  the  first 
quarter's  account  for  1916,  item  No.  208.  On  the  occasion  of  later  Installments 
to  them  I  will  refer  to  this  report    I  ask  that  this  be  sanctioned. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  write  a  full  and  complete  history  of  the 
ramifications  of  the  German  propaganda  in  the  United  States  from 
the  time  of  the  beginning  of  the  European  war  down  to  the  date 
of  the  departure  of  the  official  German  group  in  February,  1917. 
Much  of  the  material  available  discloses  connections  of  various 
individuals  and  firms  now  under  investigation  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  and  other  information  of  persons  now  under  indictment 
and  awaiting  trial. 

It  is  needless  to  say  that  perhaps  only  a  comparatively  small  part 
of  the  whole  system  will  ever  be  known. 

Sufficient  evidence  has  been  produced  before  this  committee  to  es- 
tablish the  fact  of  the  inauguration  in  the  United  States  of  a  wide- 
spread sjTstem  and  most  of  its  principal  ramifications  and  activities. 

There  is  a  sharp  line  of  demarkation  to  be  drawn  between  legiti- 
mate commercial  enterprises  conducted  by  a  foreign  power  within 
the  United  States  and  propaganda  conducted  for  the  purpose  of 
influencing  public  opinion  and  official  action. 

In  order  to  prevent  the  assimilation  of  the  aliens  coming  to  this 
country,  the  Austrian  Government  organized  the  large  nnanclal 
institution,  having  branch  offices  throughout  the  country,  and  the 
active  endeavor  oi  this  institution  was  to  secure  the  funds  and  earn- 
ings belonging  to  aliens  for  transfer  to  their  native  country.  In 
this  way  as  much  as  $400,000,000  was  annually  sent  out  of  this 
country.  In  connection  with  these  financial  activities,  this  institu- 
tion promoted  the  separatist  movement,  having  for  its  purpose  the 
holding  together  in  nativistic  groups  the  alien  elements  of  our 
population. 
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BOLSHEVISM. 

On  the  4th  day  of  February,  1919,  the  Senate  adopted  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  No.  436,  and  in  pursuance  to  the  directions  therein 
contained  your  committee  proceeded  to  make  the  inquiry  requested, 
and  the  testimony  taken  oy  your  committee  is  contained  in  the 
printed  record,  entitled  "  Bolshevik  propaganda,"  which  is  herewith 
transmitted. 

Resolved,  That  the  authority  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  conferred 
by  S.  Res.  307  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  extended  so  as  to  include  the  power 
and  duty  to  inquire  concerning  any  efforts  being  made  to  propagate  in  this 
country  the  principles  of  any  party  exercising  or  claiming  to  exercise  authority 
In  Russia,  whether  such  efforts  originate  in  this  country  or  are  incited  or 
financed  from  abroad,  and,  further,  to  Inquire  into  any  effort  to  incite  the  over- 
throw of  the  Government  of  this  country  or  all  government  by  force,  or  by 
the  destruction  of  life  or  property,  or  the  general  cessation  of  industry. 

In  order  to  determine  the  possible  connection  and  relation  between 
the  principles  of  government  advocated  by  those  claiming  to  exercise 
authority  in  Eussia  and  the  several  activities  now  being  carried  on 
in  the  United  States,  it  was  deemed  essential  that  a  careful  inquiry 
be  made  to  determine  the  exact  nature  of  the  so-called  principles  of 
government  now  being  applied  in  Eussia.  The  record  includes  the 
constitution  and  a  compilation  of  many  of  the  so-called  laws  in  force 
in  Eussia  from  which  the  nature  of  the  paper  government  can  be  de- 
termined and  the  testimony  of  many  eyewitnesses  of  the  attempted 
application  of  this  paper  government  discloses  the  character  and 
nature  of  the  actual  government  in  practical  operation.  The  investi- 
gation which  your  committee  has  conducted  convinces  it  that  few  of 
either  the  advocates  or  opponents,  in  this  country,  of  the  present  Eus- 
sian  Socialist  Federal  Soviet  Republic,  are  familiar  with  the  funda- 
mental principles  upon  which  this  Government  is  attempting  to  per- 
petuate itself.  Consequently  the  agitation  growing  out  of  develop- 
ments in  Eussia  has  largely  degenerated  into  appeals  to  the  prejudices 
and  the  animosities  that  are  inherent  in  the  selfish  natures  of  most 
individuals  and  little  or  no  appeal  has  been  made  to  the  intelligence 
of  the  people. 

It  is  therefore  not  surprising  that  the  word  "  Bolshevism  "  has  now 
become  merely  a  generic  term,  and  in  America  is  nothing  more  than 
a  slogan  of  the  elements  of  unrest  and  discontent. 

By  reason  of  their  ignorance  as  to  what  Bolshevism  as  a  code  of 
political  and  social  morals  in  Eussia  means,  almost  every  dissatisfied 
element,  from  the  radical  anarchist  to  the  theoretical  idealist,  has 
seized  upon  it  as  approaching  something  of  a  Utopian  nature.  It  is 
interesting  to  note  that  every  witness  caUed  before  your  committee  as 
a  champion  of  the  cause  of  the  principles  of  the  Eussian  Socialist  Fed- 
eral Soviet  Eepublic  admitted  that  he  or  she  had  never  read  the  con- 
stitution of  the  government  of  which  he  was  the  champion. 

The  word  Bolshevism  has  been  so  promiscuously  applied  to  various 
political  and  social  programs  that  we  feel  that  it  is  of  paramount  im- 
portance that  the  ddusions  and  misconceptions  as  to  what  it  really  is, 
as  it  exists  to-day  in  Eussia,  should  be,  as  far  as  possible,  removed 
and  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  should  be  thoroughly  in- 
formed as  to  just  what  this  much-discussed  institution  really  is,  both 
in  theory  and  in  practice. 
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Your  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  best  answer  that  can 
be  given  to  the  argument  of  the  champions  of  this  Russian  institu- 
tion is  a  true  explanation  of  its  real  nature  and  the  actual  principles 
upon,  which  it  is  founded  as  well  as  the  unavoidable  consequences 
that  would  follow  its  adoption.  The  word  Bolshevik  is  the  name  of 
the  party  that  controls  the  Bussian  Socialist  Federal  Soviet  Kepub- 
lic  and  uiat  dictated  its  constitution.  We  are,  therefore,  justified  in 
using  this  name  to  identi:fy  the  constitution  which  it  dictated  and  in 
accepting  that  constitution  and  the  laws  that  have  been  prescribed 
under  it  as  the  platform  and  program  of  Bolshevism. 

The  following  are  a  few  or  the  fundamental  facts  descriptive  of 
Boldievism  and  the  form  and  character  of  the  government  established 
and  operated  by  the  Bolsheviki  in  Eussia  under  the  name  of  the  "  Rus- 
sian Socialist  Federal  Soviet  Republic." 

It  is  the  dictatorship  of  a  class  and  is  not  a  democratic  form  of  gov- 
ernment. In  its  actual  application  it  has  become  an  autocracy  of  a 
few  individuals  who  exercise  their  authority  and  suppress  all  opposi- 
tion by  fear,  terrorism,  and  force.  It  has  developed  into  as  much  of 
an  autocracy,  though  more  cruel  in  its  methods,  as  the  monarchial 
government  of  the  Czar's  regime.  Under  the  provisional  government 
of  Kerensky  an  effort  was  made  to  establish  a  democracy  and  to  in- 
augurate a  socialistic  state  under  that  form  of  government.  With  a 
view  to  establishing  such  a  democratic  government  the  provisional 
government,  on  July  22,  1917,  ordered  the  election  of  the  constituent 
assembly  to  be  voted  for  by  all  of  the  people  of  Russia  on  September 
30, 1917.  Prior  to  this  time  general  elections  in  Russia  on  an  equal 
suffrage  basis  were  unheard  of,  and  it  therefore  became  necessary  for 
the  provisional  government  to  create  the  necessary  election  machinery 
and  to  secure  a  complete  and  impartial  registration  of  the  newly 
created  electorate.  The  difficulties  encountered  in  this  undertaking 
made  it  necessary  in  August  to  postpone  the  election  of  the  constituent 
assembly  from  the  30th  of  September  to  the  25th  of  November.  This 
postponement  was  seized  upon  by  the  Bolsheviki  as  raising  an  issue 
through  which  they  could  attacK  the  provisional  government,  and 
they  charged  that  government  with  having  an  ulterior  purpose  in 
directing  mis  postponement. 

In  raising  this  issue  they  appealed  to  the  people  to  arise  in  defense 
of  a  democratic  form  of  government  by  overthrowing  the  provisional 
government  and  securing  for  themselves  thereby,  tnrough  the  Bol- 
shevik Party,  the  benefits  and  advantages  of  a  democracy  and  the 
election  of  a  constituent  assembly  as  an  instrument  which  would 
make  possible  the  establishment  of  a  constitution  based  upon  the 
equality  of  man  and  secure  to  all  Russian  citizens  equal  participa- 
tion in  the  affairs  of  government.  With  this  issue,  among  others,  the 
Bolshevik  Party  overthrew  the  provisional  government  m  the  Octo- 
ber revolution  and  immediately  issued  a  decree  (Exhibit  1,  appendix 
of  record  of  hearing)  ordering  "  that  the  elections  to  the  constituent 
assembly  shall  be  held  on  November  25,. the  dav  set  aside  for  this 
purpose  "  by  the  provisional  government  and  ordering  that  the  free- 
dom of  the  ballot  should  be  adequately  safeguarded.  At  the  ap- 
pointed time  the  constituent  assembly  was  elected  and  a  canvass  of 
the  personnel  of  that  assembly  established  the  overwhelming  defeat 
of  the  Bolshevik  Party  and  the  supremacy  of  other  socidist  parties, 
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whereupon  the  attitude  of  the  Bolsheviki  toward  the  constituent  as- 
sembly underwent  a  complete  change,  and  from  that  time  their 
antagonism  toward  a  constituent  assembly,  «niversal  equal  suffrage, 
and  a  democratic  form  of  government  has  been  manifested  in  every 
official  act  of  the  government  and  in  the  actual  application  of  that 
government  to  the  several  activities  of  the  nation. 

In  the  original  call  for  the  election  of  the  constituent  assembly, 
December  12, 1917,  had  been  fixed  as  the  time  of  its  meeting.  It  was 
not,  however,  until  January,  1918,  that  the  Balshevik  autocracy 
permitted  the  constituent  assembly  to  convene.  When  it  did  meet 
the  Bolshevik  Party  submitted  to  this  representative  body  for  adop- 
tion a  set  of  resolutions  denouncing  the  election  at  which  it  was 
elected,  repudiating  itself  as  representative  of  the  electorate,  whose 
commission  it  held,  and  declaring  that  there  was  no  proper  function 
for  it  to  perform  in  the  proposed  new  government  of  the  Russian 
nation.  (Exhibit  16,  appendix.)  As  might  well  have  been  expected, 
the  constituent  assembly  declined  to  pass  this  resolution,  whereupon 
the  Bolshevik  members  withdrew,  and  the  constituent  assembly  was 
forcibly  dispersed  by  the  Red  Guard,  and  a  democratic  form  or  gov- 
ernment was  lost  to  the  Russian  people.  In  its  place  has  arisen  the 
dictatorship  of  the  small  minority — ^headed  by  Lenin  and  Trotsky. 

Lenin,  president  of  the  Soviet  of  Peoples  Commissaries,  frankly 
admits  this  in  the  following  words : 

Just  as  150,000  lordly  landowners  dominated  the  180,000,000  of  Russian 
peasants,  so  200,000  members  of  the  Bolshevik  Party  are  imposing  their  pro- 
letarian will  on  the  mas&    •    •    • 

Nor  is  this  dictatorship,  the  result  of  a  usurpation  of  power  on  the 
part  of  the  officials  of  the  Bolsheviki,  but  it  is  the  recognized  founda- 
tion upon  which  the  whole  governmental  structure  is  erected,  as  is 
evidenced  by  paragraph  9  of  the  Bolshevik  constitution,  which  pro- 
vides as  follows : 

The  principal  aim  of  the  constitution  of  the  Russian  Socialist  Federal  Soviet 
Republic  in  the  present  transitory  period  is  to  estabUsh  the  dictatorship  of  the 
city  and  rural  proletariat  and  of  the  poorest  elements  of  the  peasantry  in  the 
form  of  a  powerful  all-Russian  soviet  government  for  the  purpose  of  completely 
suppressing  the  capitalistic  class.    •    •    ♦ 

[NoTB. — Under  Bolsheyism,  the  capitalistic  class  includes  all  persons  who  do  not 
perform  manual  lahor  for  a  livlihood,  or  who  employ  any  person  in  their  business,  or 
who  own  any  property  or  receive  any  Income,  no  matter  how  small  the  amount.  The 
words  *' parasitic  class**  and  "bourgeoisie**  are  popularly  used  by  the  BolBbeylkl  as 
synonymous  with  **  capitalistic  cla8s.*n 

It  is  perhaps  difficult  to  realize  that  it  has  been  possible  to  per- 
petuate a  dictatorship  of  such  a  small  minority  through  the  many 
months  which  have  passed  since  it  came  into  power.  Without  some 
understanding  of  the  nature  and  character  of  the  actual  activities  of 
the  Bolsheviki  the  casual  observer  would  be  persuaded  that  the 
tyranny  of  this  autocracy  would  in  a  short  time  bring  down  upon 
its  head  the  wrath  of  the  majority,  who  with  reasonable  effort  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  overthrowing  the  usurpers.  A  study  of  the 
actual  methods  and  practices  of  nie  dictatorship,  however,  clearly 
establishes  the  helplessness  of  the  great  mass  of  the  Russian  popu- 
lace. The  Bolsheviki  have  inaugurated  a  reign  of  terror  unparal- 
leled in  the  history  of  modem  civilization,  in  many  of  its  aspects 
rivaling  even  the  inhuman  savagery  of  the  Turk  and  th«  terrors  of 
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the  French  Revolution.  Under  the  evidence  your  committee  has  been 
compelled  to  impose  the  responsibility  for  this  terrorism  upon  the 
government  itself  rather  than  attribute  it  merely  to  the  excesses  of 
individuals  and  groups  undisciplined  and  untrained  in  the  personal 
liberty  acquired  by  them  with  the  overthrowing  of  the  centralized 
autocratic  government  of  the  old  monarchistic  regime.  Terrorism 
and  excesses  in  a  state  are  either  attributable  to  the  encouragement  of 
the  state  or  the  weakness  and  inability  of  the  state  to  restrain  the 
same.  In  Bolshevik  Eussia  every  instrument  available  for  the  ex- 
ercise of  force  and  power  is  in  the  possession  of  that  government,  and 
those  opposed  to  the  government  or  who  fail  to  render  it  whole- 
hearted support  are  completely  suppressed  and  absolutely  powerless. 
The  government  is  more  highly  centralized  and  less  restricted  in  the 
exercise  of  that  centralized  power  than  was  the  government  of  the 
Czar.  The  agencies  used  by  the  dictators  in  imposing  their  will 
upon  the  masses  are  less  restrained  and  restricted  in  the  exercise  of 
their  power  by  law,  custom,  or  humanity  than  were  the  agencies 
utilized  by  the  old  regime.  Economic  domination  unheard  of  and 
unsought  in  the  past  has  been  seized  upon  and  usurped  by  the  dic- 
tatorship. 

All  these  facts  negative  the  suggestion  of  the  existence  of  a  degree 
of  weakness  which  makes  the  government  impotent  to  exercise  the 
necessary  restraint.  On  the  contrary,  every  act  of  terrorism  is  justi- 
fied by  the  affirmative  pronouncement  of  the  Bolshevik  government, 
either  through  .its  constitution  and  laws  or  the  authoritative  utter- 
ances of  its  officials.  The  government  is  founded  upon  class  hatred, 
its  avowed  purpose  is  the  eS^rmination  of  all  elements  of  society  that 
are  opposed  to  or  are  capable  of  opposing  the  Bolshevik  party. 
"  Merciless  suppression  "  and  "  extermination  "  of  all  classes  except 
the  present  governing  class  are  familiar  slogans  of  the  Bolsheviki, 
and  confiscation  is  adopted  as  an  essential  instrument  in  the  govern- 
mental formula.  As  a  guaranty  of  its  perpetuation  in  power  its 
underlying  policy  is  that  "  the  end  justifies  the  means,"  and  in  the 
application  of  this  policy  the  government  denies  the  existence  of  any 
inalienable  right  in  the  Kussian  citizen  and  respects  neither  the  right 
to  life,  liberty,  or  property.  In  its  so-called  declaration  of  rights  the 
government  adopts  a  policy  which  it  hopes  will  result  in  "  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  parasitic  classes  of  society,"  and  as  an  aid  to  this  end  has 
decreed  as  an  essential  part  of  its  fundamental  law  the  principle  of 
arming  one  class  and  disarming  another,  with  a  view  of  making  the 
extermination  and  destruction  more  effective.  In  practice,  this  gov- 
ernment has  classified  all  of  those  people  who  fail  to  sympathize  with 
and  support  the  existing  dictatorship  as  the  bourgeoisie,  and  has 
proclaimed  the  doctrine  that  their  refusal  to  bow  to  the  edict  of 
the  dictatorship  should  be  answered  by  "  violence  toward  the  bour- 
geoisie." A  careful  survey  of  the  innumerable  acts  of  violence  and 
terrorism  committed  in  Eussia  will  fail  to  disclose  scarcely  a  single 
offense  that  has  not  been  participated  in  either  by  their  Red  Guard, 
by  Commissars,  or  by  others  having  an  official  and  governmental 
status. 

The  dictatorship,  utilizing  Lettish  troops  and  Chinese  laborers  as 
well  as  to  some  extent  German  and  Austrian  prisoners  and  criminals 
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discharged  from  the  jails  as  its  so-called  Red  Guard  to  enforce  its 
decrees,  promptly  secured  possession  and  control  of: 

(a)  AH  arms  and  ammunition. 

(6)  Practically  all  foodstuffs  and  commodities  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  life. 

(c)  All  clothing  and  household  goods  necessary  for  warmth  and 
health 

{(I)  All  gold,  silver,  and  specie,  including  jewelry,  ornaments, 
gold  and  silver  plate.  •" 

This  was  accomplished  by  means  of  confiscation  followed  by  the 
nationalization  and  monopolizing  by  the  State  of  all  commercial,  in- 
dustrial, and  financial  enterprises.  Having  secured  possession  of 
all  of  these  instruments  of  physical  and  economic  power  and  domina- 
tion, this  dictatorship  waa  enabled  to  enforce  the  submission  of  most 
of  the  population  to  its  will.  The  rank  and  file  of  the  people  of 
Russia  had  no  other  choice.  They  could  not  resist  or  oppose  the 
Bolsheviki  with  force  as  they  were  without  firearms  and  without 
ammunition.  They  could  not  refuse  to  obey  its  dictates  else  they 
would  be  starved  to  death.  They  could  not  defy  the  dictators,  as 
they  would  be  left  without  raiment.  They  could  not  sustain  life 
with  money  possessing  an  intrinsic  value,  for  they  had  none,  and 
thousands  have  been  starved  to  death  and  murdered  as  a  result  of  this 
r^^me. 

I^ossessing,  therefore,  every  instrument  necessary  for  the  exercise 
of  the  forcible  persuasion  of  the  populace  it  became  expedient  to 
reinforce  the  dictatorship  with  an  increased  man  power.  Recog- 
nizing the  state  of  the  public  mind  it  was  necessary  to  guard  against 
betrayal  by  those  who  were  drafted  into  the  service  of  the  State,  and 
the  most  effective  weapons  selected  to  secure  the  faithful  execution  of 
the  will  of  the  dictators  were  fear,  terrorism,  and  a  system  of  host- 
ages. By  this  system  of  hostages  the  relatives,  family,  and  loved 
ones  of  the  drafted  subject  were  held  as  prisoners.  Their  food  sup- 
ply, their  clothing,  even  their  lives,  depending  upon  the  fidelity  with 
,  which  the  dictatorship  was  supported  and  its  orders  executed. 

Having  professed  an  adherence  to  the  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment to  assist  in  securing  control  of  Russia  the  Bolsheviki,  in  estab- 
lishing its  paper  government,  sought  to  maintain  its  dictatorship 
under  color  of  a  representative  political  system.  A  recognition  of 
the  democratic  principle  that  all  men  are  created  equal,  however, 
would  have  necessitated  the  equal  participation  of  all  citizens  in  the 
affairs  of  government.  Such  universal  participation  in  political  af- 
fairs would  have  made  impossible  a  dictatorship  of  the  minority,  but 
would  inherently  have  been  a  rule  of  the  majority  and  have  accom- 
plished just  what  the  dissolution  of  the  constituent  assembly  was 
intended  to  prevent.  The  following  of  the  Bolshevik  government 
being  more  numerous  in  the  cities,  and  these  by  reason  of  their  con- 
centration within  more  restricted  territorial  limits,  being  more 
readily  led  and  dominated,  it  was  prescribed  by  constitutional  direc- 
tion that  representation  from  cities  in  the  government  should  be  five 
times  as  great  as  the  representation  from  the  provincial  districts.  In 
other  words,  representation  from  cities  is  in  the  ratio  of  1  to  every 
25,000  of  the  population,  while  fiom  the  rural  districts  and  the  terri- 
tory of  the  peasants,  who  constitute  a  large  percentage  of  the  Russian 
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population,  representation  is  1  to  every  125,000  of  the  population. 
Even  this  discrimination  did  not  adequately  safeguard  the  domina- 
tion of  the  Bolshevik  minority.  Disfranchisement  of  large  groups  of 
the  population  was  necessary.  By  constitutional  provision  they  de- 
nied the  right  to  participate  in  the  government  and  disfranchised  the 
following  classes: 

(a)  All  persons  employing  others  in  connection  with  the  conduct 
of  their  business. 

(&)  All  persons  receiving  interest,  rents,  dividends,  or  an  income 
from  financial  or  industrial  enterprises. 

(c)  All  merchants,  traders  and  dealers. 

{a)  All  clergymen,  priests,  and  employees  of  churches  and  re- 
ligious bodies. 

(e)  Certain  pei-sons  connected  with  the  Czar's  government,  per- 
sons mentally  afflicted  and  persons  convicted  of  certain  crimes 
against  the  Bolshevik  government. 

Even  with  these  restrictions  upon  suffrage  the  Bolshevik  govern- 
ment has  refused  to  undertake  the  election  of  a  constituent  assem- 
bly. The  elections  that  are  permitted  are  conducted  under  supervi- 
sion of  the  Red  Guard  and  local  bodies  or  Soviets  that  are  not  satis- 
factory to  the  dictatorship  are  removed  and  in  some  instances  so- 
called  commissars  or  officials  of  unquestioned  loyalty  to  the  govern- 
ment are  imported  from  the  cities  to  govern  the  affairs  of  the  politi- 
cal unit  (the  local  soviet)  sought  to  he  dominated  according  to  the 
Bolshevik  faith. 

Confiscation  on  a  wholesale  scale  has  been  used  as  a  means  of 
undertaking  to  create  and  maintain  tangible  assets  that  could  be  used 
as  the  economic  foimdation  upon  which  could  be  built  the  industrial 
and  financial  superstructure  of  the  Bolshevik  state.  By  constitu- 
tional edict  and  by  a  series  of  decrees  issued  bv  the  dictatorship  all 
land,  forests,  and  natural  resources  of  Bussia  have  been  ^confiscated 
by  the  government  in  order  that  the  Bolshevik  government  may  be- 
come the  landlord  of  the  entire  population  and  exercise  the  control 
incident  thereto.  AVhere  a  man  diall  live^  and  toil  and  till  the  soil  is 
determined  by  the  State  and  the  right  to  determine  the  nature  and 
extent  of  each  man's  domicile,  and  the  power  to  compel  the  migra- 
tion of  the  peasant  from  the  locality  of  his  birth  or  adoption,  even 
to  the  extent  of  separating  families  as  the  population  of  the  various 
communities  expands  or  contracts,  is  exercised  by  the  Bolshevik 
government  through  the  laws  which,  it  has  decreed  for  the  control 
of  the  people. 

The  alleged  purpose  of  the  seizure  of  land  by  the  government  was 
that  the  right  to  the  land  might  be  transferred  to  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  people  of  Russia  in  order  that  the  individual  Russian  peasant 
might  become  the  unrestrained  and  unrestricted  architect  of  his  own 
future  economic  development,  but  the  methods  adopted  by  the  Bol- 
sheviki  have  merely  transferred  the  lahdlordship  from  the  large  land- 
owners, and  in  many  instances  from  the  peasant  groups  themselves,  to 
the  Bolshevik  government,  and  the  present  control  oy  that  govern- 
ment is  not  confined  to  the  land  itseli,  as  was  the  control  of  the  land- 
owners under  the  old  regime,  but  extends  as  well  to  the  persons  and 
even  the  tools,  implements,  and  products  of  the  peasants.  The  aged  , 
and  infirm  are  deprived  of  all  right  to  utilize  and  enjoy  during  their 
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declining  years  the  soil  their  efforts  may  have  enriched,  because  their 
physical  strength  makes  them  powerless  to  perform  all  of  thei  labor 
incident  to  its  full  cultivation.  They,  thereupon,  become  mere  pen- 
sioners of  the  State.  This  system  guarantees  to  the  peasant  only  the 
present  enjoyment  of  a  given  piece  of  land,  and  consequently  only 
warrants  him  in  so  utilizing  the  beneficence  of  the  State  in  according 
him  the  right  to  use  the  same  as  to  insure  the  maximum  present 
production  to  the  exclusion  of  a  scientific  development  that  will  enure 
to  future  advantage.  In  other  words,  an  uncertain  tenure  is  naturally 
accompanied  by  an  exploitation  rather  than  by  a  systematic  develop- 
ment of  the  leasehold  interest.  Under  this  system,  the  peasant  can 
never  become  the  o^ner  of  the  land  he  tills  or.  of  any  other  land.  To 
aid  in  the  system  and  to  establish  a  larger  control  of  peasant  activities 
by  the  government  the  principle  of  confiscation  has  also  been  invoked 
in  the  case  qt  all  live  stock  and  all  agricultural  implements,  and  as  a 
consequence  these  essential  instruments  of  land  cultivation,  these 
chattels  necessary  to  the  production  of  both  meat  and  vegetable  food- 
stuffs have  become,  without  regard  to  the  rights  of  former  owners  or 
the  advantage  to  the  individual  of  future  ownership  therein,  the 
property  of  the  Bolshevik  government,  and  the  only  right  thereto 
that  the  peasant  can  in  the  future  acquire  is  a  use  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  government  may  prescribe. 

As  may  well  be  expected,  there  seems  to  be  much  diflSculty  in  deter- 
mining the  manner  in  which  this  policy  is  being  carried  into  actual 
operation,  and  it  is  apparent  that  only  by  the  application  of  arbitrary 
methods  can  the  already  existing  articles  in  these  categories  be  made 
useful  to  any  portion  of  the  peasant  population  or  be  adequately  pro- 
tected and  maintained  so  as  to  preserve  their  value.  It  is  alsointer- 
esting  to  contemplate,  but  dubious  to  predict,  how  meat- food  products 
can  under  this  system  be  maintained  at  a  sufficient  quantity  to  sustain 
life. 

The  thrift,  industry,  perseverance,  and  intelligence  which  has 
enabled  a  portion  of  the  Kussian  people  in  the  past  to  acquire  and 
save  money  has  also  been  penalized  by  the  confiscation  of  -all  banlis 
and  banking  institutions  and  their  transformation  into  a  state 
monopoly. 

Confiscation  under  the  milder  Jerm  of  nationalization  has  elimi- 
nated from  all  industrial  establishments  such  as  factories,  mills,  and 
mines  the  business  acumen  and  scientific  methods  necessary  to  success- 
ful operation  and  competitive  methods.  The  absolute  control  of  their 
operation  and  management  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  employees. 
This  has  been  followed  by  the  stagnation  of  the  industrial  life  oi  the 
country,  and  even  those  nationalized  industries  which  have  been  able 
to  operate  under  government  control  have  operated  at  an  enormous 
percentage  of  loss,  the  deficiencies  being  met  from  the  unlimited  issue 
of  fiat  paper  money  printed  by  the  government.  The  nationalization 
of  the  enterprises  essential  to  the  production  and  delivery  of  raw 
materials  has  so  handicapped  their  production  as  to  restrict  the  quan- 
tity of  raw  materials  available  for  the  maintenance  of  industrial  en- 
terprises, and  the  whole  economic  condition  of  Russia  has  made  it  im- 
possible to  secure  relief  from  foreign  sources.  These  industrial  con- 
ditions can  only  continue  so  long  as  the  government  can  succeed  in 
monopolizing  the  means  of  subsistence,  mamtain  an  adequate  military 
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force  to  enforce  the  decrees  of  the  dictatorship,  and  force  the  recog- 
nition of  worthless  fiat  paper  money  as  the  basi^  of  its  financial 
system. 

As  the  economic  formula  of  the  Bolsheviki  prescribes  the  confisca- 
tion of  the  property  rights  of  others,  likewise  it  proclaims  the  doc- 
trine of  the  repudiation  of  financial  obligations  and  the  debts  of 
Russia  have  been  renounced.  Repudiation  is  also  invoked  to  secure 
the  government  against  the  incumbrances  upon  and  liabilities  of  the 
property  and  assets  of  the  enterprises,  land  and  chattels  seized  by  it 
under  its  confiscation  program.  This  repudiation  also  aided  mate- 
rially in  suppressing  and  exterminating  the  cr^itor  class,  which 
naturally  constitutes  a*  part  of  the  element  that  the  Bolsheviki  are 
pleased  to  call  the  Bourgeoisie,  or . capitalistic  class,  by  depriving 
them  of  the  right  and  ability  to  recover  and  utilize  the  earnings, 
savings,  and  accumulations  of  the  past.  As  it  affected  them  it  was 
a  form  of  confiscation.  Repudiation  is,  therefore,  a  consistent  accom- 
paniment of  confiscation  and  an  essential  element  in  the  process  of 
destruction.  The  financial  condition  of  the  dictatorship,  however, 
required  the  adoption  of  some  constructive  policy  that  would  finance 
it.  It  was  necessary  to  maintain  at  least  a  color  of  legitimacy,  an 
appearance  of  honest  business  methods,  in  supporting  its  so-called 
Red  Army  and  in  securing  control  of  the  articles  necessary  to  sus- 
tain life.  Further  than  that  it  was  desirable  to  devise  ways  and 
means  by  which  service  in  the  Red  Army  and  employment  in  na- 
tionalized enterprises  might  appear  sufficiently  attractive,  and  at  the 
same  time  give  an  appearance  of  prosperity  to  the  government  itself, 
in  order  that  hope  as  well  as  fear  might  assist  in  maintaining  the 
Bolshevik  government.  The  policy  adopted  was  the  printing  of  un- 
limited amounts  of  fiat  paper  money  unsecured  by  any  reserve.  This 
naturally  furnished  to  the  government  a  cash  capital  limited  only 
by  the  capacity  of  the  printing  presses  of  the  government,  which,  in 
turn,  had  been  confiscated  and  nationalized.  Already  it  is  estimated 
that  a  sum  in  excess  of  30,000,000,000  rubles  has  been  put  into  cir- 
culation. '  This  has  created  a  ridiculously  inflated  circulating  medium 
of  no  material  value  to  the  public  but  of  enforced  value  to  the  gov- 
ernment. 

The  populace  are  compelled  to  accept  this  paper  money  from  the 
Bolshevik  dictatorship,  but  can  Secure  little  for  it  in  transactions 
between  one  another.  Barter  and  exchange  have,  therefore,  become 
the  only  satisfactory  means  of  conducting  commercial  transactions 
and  the  breakdown  in  the  industrial  life  and  transportation  facilities 
of  the  country  has  made  practically  impossible  the  bringing  together 
in  the  same  community  of  the  articles  of  trade  and  commerce  neces- 
sary to  the  health,  comfort,  and  life  of  the  various  elements  of  so- 
ciety. In  consequence,  many  Russians  are  faced  with  starvation 
while  possessing  large  sums  of  the  money  of  the  government  that, 
in  their  extremity,  avails  them  nothing.  There  can  be  no  perma- 
nence to  a  government  whose  financial  system  is  founded  upon  such 
a  method. 

The  destruction  of  all  effective  military  and  naval  power  and  the 
removal  of  the  leadership  of  capable  officers  was  essential  to  the 
establishment  of  a  poweriul  dictatorship  as  well  as  to  the  complete 
abandonment  of  the  eastern  front  during  the  war.    By  the  safe  con- 
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duct  of  Lenin  from  Switzerland  through  the  German  Empire  into 
Kussia,  regardless  of  the  question  as  to  whether  he  and  his  confreres 
were  financed,  as  seems  probable,  in  their  revolutionary  undertak- 
ing by  the  German  Government,  an  obligation  was  incurred  to  de- 
moralize and  destroy  the  existing  Eussian  Army  which  had  been 
more  or  less  effectively  maintainmg  the  eastern  front.  How  com- 
pletely this  was  accomplished  is  now  history.  They  promptly  de- 
creed in  their  so-called  declaration  of  rights  that  "  the  soldiers  and 
sailors  are  liberated  from  the  power  of  autocratic  generals,  because 
the  generals  will  now  be  elected  and  they  may  be  removed."  All 
titles  and  degrees  of  rank  and  the  authority  incident  to  superiority 
were  annulled  and  discipline  was  discontinued.  Instantaneously 
the  army  and  navy  degenerated  into  a  mere  mob  with  every  soldier 
a  law  unto  himseli.  Demobilization  was  directed  and  the  demorali- 
zation was  completed.  The  organization  of  the  Red  Army  was  un- 
dertaken around  the  nucleus  which  the  Lettish  troops  and  sailors 
in  the  Red  Guard  of  the  October  revolution  provided. 

By  similar  means  the  organization  of  the  Red  Fleet  was  under- 
taken. Chinese  laborers  without  other  means  of  subsistence  were 
easily  enlisted.  The  opportunity  that  service  in  the  Red  Army  and 
Red  Fleet  afforded  for  pilfering  and  looting  under  color  of  author- 
ized confiscation  presented  a  suflScient  invitation  to  the  lawless  and 
criminal  elements  that  had  become  conspicuous  through  the  open 
ing  of  the  doors  of  prisons  by  the  Bolsheviki  to  join  those  bodies 
and  participate  *in  the  confiscation  and  seizures  that  were  a  part  of 
the  program  of  terror,  fear,  extermination,  and  destruction  upon 
whicn  the  Bolshevik  government  had  entered.  The  food  and  cloth- 
ing situation  was  desperate,  and  the  government  had  acquired, 
through  the  application  of  its  formula,  a  generous  supply,  and  was 
using  its  Red  Guard  to  gain  a  monopoly.  In  consequence  the  one 
reasonably  certain  way  of  gaining  a  livelihood  was  by  affiliating 
with  the  Red  Army.  This  brought  into  the  Bolshevik  fold  many 
people  who  otherwise  would  have  been  condemned  to  starve.  Host- 
ages wei^  held  by  the  government  to  compel  the  submission  of  those 
who  might  otherwise  have  been  recalcitrant.  Thus  a  Red  Army  and 
a  Red  Fleet  has  been  created,  and  they  are  charged  with  the  execu- 
tion of  the  decrees  of  the  dictatorship  and  the  sentences  of  the  so- 
called  courts  or  revolutionary  tribunals,  and  they  are  afforded  a 
large  degree  of  personal  discretion  in  the  exercise  of  duties  which 
practically  constitute  a  rule  of  martial  law. 

Repudiating  the  doctrine  of  all  radical  revolutionary  groups 
throughout  the  world  that  have  claimed  for  the  individual  of  all 
lands  the  right  of  conscientious  objection  for  religious  or  other 
reason  against  the  bearing  of  arms  and  the  participation  in  armed 
conflicts,  the  Bolsheviki  have  adopted  as  the  essential  safeguard  of 
their  political  fabric  compulsory  military  service.  As  Prussianism 
found  it  essential  to  world  domination  by  the  autocracy  of  the  Hohen- 
zollems,  so  Bolshevism  seized  upon  it  as  the  mainstay  that  would 
weather  its  autocracy  of  the  dictatorship  through  its  campaign  of 
confiscation  and  repudiation. 

All  of  the  established  courts  and  judicial  institutions  have  been 
abolished  and  in  their  place  have  been  created  revolutionary  tri- 
bunals.   Under  the  dictatorship  these  new  judicial  tribunals  dis- 
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regard  all  laws  that  "contradict  the  revolutionary  conception  of 
right."  In  actual  operation  these  revolutionary  tribunals  have  tried 
and  condemned  men  in  their  absence.  No  right  to  bail  is  recognized 
and  the  penalty  imposed  depends  largely  ut)on  the  caprice*  of  the 
court.  Tne  death  penalty,  the  reestablishment  of  which  under  the 
provisional  government  was  vociferously  denounced  by  the  Bolshe- 
viki,  has  been  invoked  for  all  sorts  or  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 
In  fact,  the  procedure  in  the  courts  is  a  mere  travesty  on  justice 
and  most  summary  in  its  nature. 

Every  activity  of  the  Bolshevik  government  indicates  clearly  the 
antipatny  of  the  Bolsheviki  toward  Christianity  and  tlie  Christian 
religion.  Its  program  is  a  direct  challenge  to  that  religion.  The 
Christian  church  and  Bolshevism  can  not  both  survive  the  program 
that  is  being  developed  by  the  Russian  dictatorship  and  which 
it  is  undertaking  to  extend  throughout  the  world.  Not  only  have 
they  confiscated  all  church  property,  real  and  personal,  but  they 
have  established  the  right  of  anti-religious  propaganda  as  a  constitu- 
tionally recognized  institution.  Church  and  school  have  been  di- 
vorced even  to  the  extent  of  suppressing  the  Sunday  school  and  the 
teaching  of  all  religious  doctrines  in  public,  either  in  schools  or  edu- 
cational institutions  of  any  kind,  is  expressly  forbidden.  Helicon 
can  only  be  taught  or  stuaied  privately.  All  church  and  religious 
organizations  are  prohibited  from  owning  property  of  any  kind. 
All  recognition  of  a  Supreme  Being  in  both  governmental  and  judi- 
cial oaths  is  abolished.  The  clergy  and  all  servants  or  employees  of 
church  bodies  are  expressly  disfranchised  and  deprived  of  all  right 
to  hold  public  positions.  The  full  significance  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Bolsheviki  toward  Christianity  is  most  fully  manifested  in  the  fact 
that,  though  by  Russian  custom  and  decree  imder  the  old  r^ime, 
every  newspaper  or  periodical  published  on  Easter  Sunday  in  the 
Russian  Empire  was  required  to  carry  the  headline, "  Christ  is  risen," 
on  Easter  Sunday  in  1918,  all  Bolshevik  papers  substituted  for  this 
sacred  sentiment  the  headline  and  slogan,  "One  hundred  years  ago 
to-day  Karl  Marx  was  bom."  Thus  the  issue  has  been  frumed  be- 
tween the  gospel  of  Karl  Marx  and  the  teaching  of  Christ*  We 
reiterate,  therefore,  that  Bolshevism  and  the  Christian  religion  can 
not  both  survive. 

Bolshevism  accords  to  the  family  no  such  sacred  place  in  society 
as  modem  civilization  accords  to  it.  Conflicting  reports  have  been 
passing  current  during  the  last  few  months  relative  to  the  nationaliza- 
tion of  women  by  the  new  Russian  government.  Two  or  three  local 
Soviets  have  apparently  thus  degraded  the  womanhood  of  their 
particular  districts,  but  the  central  government  has  refrained  from 
adopting  any  such  policy  in  the  whole  nation.  They  have,  however, 
promulgated  decrees  relating  to  marriage  and  divorce  which  practi- 
cally establishes  a  state  of  free  love.  Their  isffect  has  been  to  tumish 
a  vehicle  for  the  legalization  of  prostitution  by  permitting  the  an- 
nullment  of  the  marriage  bonds  at  the  whim  of  the  parties,  recog- 
nizing their  collusive  purposes  as  a  ground  for  the  severance  of  the 
matrimonial  state. 

The  freedom  of  the  press  and  of  speech,  though  heralded  by  the 
advocates  of  Bolshevism  as  necessary  to  the  intelligent  participation 
of  the  people  in  popular  government,  has  been  abrogated  in  Russia, 
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and  by  the  usual  confiscatory  method  of  the  accepted  foiTnula  all  of 
die  mechanical  devices  and  materials  necessary  tor  the  publication 
of  periodicals  and  all  places  of  meeting  and  public  assemblage  have 
been  seized  by  the  Bolshevik  government. 

To  make  the  control  more  complete  and  effective  the  publication 
of  all  advertisements,  whetiier  in  regularly  published  periodicals 
or  on  handbills  or  programs,  is  made  a  monopoly  of  the  government. 
As  a  consequence  the  people  of  Russia  are  deprived  of  all  facts, 
literature,  and  public  expression,  through  the  medium  of  the  press  or 

Eublic  meetings,  except  such  as  is  approved  by  the  dictatorship  and 
as  been  passed  by  its  censorship. 

In  .the  attempted  establishment  of  an  educational  system  it  is  to  be 
expected  that  much  difficulty  would  arise  because  or  the  large  per- 
centage of  illiteracy  that  afflicts  Bussia,  and  it  is  not  surprising  that 
this  system  is  largely  on  paper  and  of  little  practical  value.  It  is 
interesting  to  note,  however,  that  under  this  system  age  rather  than 
attainment  determines  the  admissibility  of  the  student  to  a  given 
school  or  grade,  and  that  to  require  the  production  of  evidence  of 
the  qualification  of  a  student  for  such  admission  is  a  criminal  offense. 
This  again  reflects  the  Bolshevik  theory  that  equalization  can  be 
accomplished  by  dictatorial  decrees. 

The  apparent  puri)ose  of  the  Bolshevik  government  is  to  make 
the  Russian  citizen,  and  especially  the  women  and  children,  the 
wards  and  dependents  of  that  government.  Not  satisfied  with  the 
degree  of  dependency  incurred  by  the  economic  and  industrial  con- 
trm  assumed  by  its  functionaries,  it  has  destroyed  the  natural  am- 
bition and  made  impossible  of  accomplishment  the  moral  obligation 
of  the  father  to  provide,  care  for,  and  adequately  protect  the  child 
of  his  blood  and  the  mother  of  that  child  against  the  misfortunes 
of  orphanhood  and  widowhood.  To  accomplish  this  it  has  by  decree 
expressly  abolished  and  prohibited  all  right  of  inheritance,  either  by 
law  or  will.  Upon  death  all  of  the  decedent's  estate  is  confiscated 
by  the  StJ\te,  and  all  heirs  who  Are  physically  incapable  of  working 
become  pensioners  of  the  State  to  the  extent  that  the  assets  confis- 
cated by  the  government  make  such  pensions  possible. 

Insurance  of  all  kinds  has  been  nationalized,  the  assets  of  insur- 
ance companies  confiscated,  and  the  business  of  insuring  life,  prop- 
erty, accident,  old  age,  and  unemployment  made  a  State  monopoly. 
In  the  attempted  liquidation  of  existing  companies  and  associations 
the  liquidating  representatives  of  the  government  seem  only  con- 
cerned in  securing  possession  and  record  of  aU  of  their  assets  and 
fail  to  recognize  the  propriety  of  accurately  adjusting  their  liabili- 
ties. As  a  consequence,  those  insured  and  the  beneficiaries  under 
existing  policies  find  themselves  without  the  protection  for  which 
they  have  been  paying  premiums. 

There  has  been  much  discussion  with  reference  to  the  policy  and 
motive  of  the  associated  Governments  in  landing  troops  on  Russian 
soil.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  combined  military  force  at 
Archangel  was  landed  at  the  solicitation  and  request  of  the  estab- 
lished and  de  facto  government  of  the  northern  Provinces  of  Russia 
to  aid  that  government  in  protecting  its  citizenship  from  the  murder, 
cruelty,  and  confiscation  of  the  approaching  Red  Army  of  the  Bol- 
shevik government. 

8  D-60-1— vol  14 61 
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The  salient  features  which  constitute  the  program  of  Bolshevism, 
as  it  exists  to-day  in  Bussia  and  is  presented  to  the  rest  of  the  world 
as  a  panacea  for  all  ills,  may  be  summarized- as  follows: 

(1)  The  repudiation  of  democracy  and  the  establishment  of  a 
dictatorship. 

^2^  The  confiscation  of  all  land  and  the  improvements  thereon. 

(3)  The  confiscation  of  all  forests  and  natural  resources. 

(4).  The  confiscation  of  all  live  stock  and  all  agricultural  im- 
plements. 

(5)  The  confiscation  of  all  banks  and  banking  institutions  and 
the  establishment  of  a  state  monopoly  of  the  banking  business. 

(6)  The  confiscation  of  all  factories,  mills,  mines,  and  industrial 
institutions  and  the  delivery  of  the  control  and  operation  thereof  to 
the  employees  therein. 

(7)  The  confiscation  of  all  churches  and  all  church  property,  real 
and  personal. 

(8)  The  confiscation  of  all  newspapers  and  periodicals  and  all  me- 
chamcal  facilities  and  machinery  used  in  the  publication  thereof. 

(9)  The  seizure  and  confiscation  of  all  public  meeting  places  and 
assembly  halls. 

(10)  The  confiscation  of  all  transportation  and  communication 
systems. 

(11^  The  confiscation  of  the  entire  estate  of  all  decedents. 

(12)  The  monopolizing  by  the  State  of  all  advertisements  of  every 
nature,  whether  in  newspapers,  periodicals,  handbills,  or  programs. 

(13)  The  repudiation  of  all  debts  against  the  government  and  all 
obligations  due  the  non-Bolshevik  elements  of  the  population. 

(14)  The  establishment  of  universal  compulsory  military  service 
regardless  of  religious  scruples  and  conscientious  objections. 

(15)  The  establishment  of  universal  compulsory  labor. 

(16)  The  abolition  of  the  Sunday  school  and  all  other  schools  and 
institutions  that  teach  religion. 

(17 J  The  absolute  separation  of  churches  and  schools. 

(18)  The  establishment,  through  marriage  and  divorce  laws,  of 
a  method  for  the  legalization  of  prostitution,  when  the  same  is 
engaged  in  by  consent  of  the  parties. 

(19)  The  refusal  to  recognize  the  existence  of  God  in  its  govern- 
mental and  judicial  proceedings. 

(20)  The  conferring  of  the  rights  of  citizenship  on  aliens  without 
regard  to  length  of  residence  or  mtelligence. 

(21)  The  arming  of  all  so-called  ''toilers,"  and  the  disarming 
of  all  persons  that  had  succeeded  in  acquiring  property. 

(22)  The  discrimination  in  favor  of  residents  of  cities  and  against 
residents  of  the  rural  districts  through  giving  residents  of  cities 
five  times  as  much  voting  power  as  is  accorded  to  residents  of  rural 
districts  in  such  elections  as  are  permitted. 

(23)  The  disfranchisement  oi  aU  persons  employing  any  other 
person  in  connection  with  their  business. 

(24)  The  disfranchisement  of  all  persons  receiving  rent,  interest, 
or  dividends. 

(25)  The  disfranchisement  of  all  merchants,  traders,  and  com- 
mercial agents. 

(26)  The  disfranchisement  of  all  priests,  clergymen,  or  employees 
of  churches  and  religious  bodies. 
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(27)  The  denial  of  the  existence  of  any  inalienable  rights  in  the 
individual  citizen.^ 

(28)  The  establishment  of  a  judicial  system  exercising  autocratic 
power,  convicting  persons  and  imposing  penalties  in  their  absence, 
and  without  opportunit]^  to  be  heard,  and  even  adopting  the  death 
penalty  for  numerous  crii^es  and  misdemeanors. 

(29)  The  inauguration  of  a  reign  of  fear,  terrorism,  and  violence. 

This  is  the  program  that  the  revolutionary  elements  and  the  so- 
called  "Parlor  Bolshevists''  would  have  this  country  accept  as  a 
substitute  for  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  which  recognizes 
that "  all  men  are  created  ecjual,"  and  that "  life,  liberty,  and  the  pur- 
suit of  happiness  "  are  the  inalienable  rights  of  all  its  citizens.  This 
is  the  formula  they  would  have  adopted  to  supersede  the  Govern- 
ment which  was  established  by  all  the  people  of  the  United  States 
"in  order  to  form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish  justice,  insure 
domestic  tranquillity,"  and  y  promote  the  general  welfare."  The 
mere  recital  of  the  program  is  a  sufficient  denunciation  of  it  and  of 
the  individuals  and  groups  which  advocate  and  defend  it. 

During  modern  times  the  eflfort  of  civilization  has  been  directed  to 
lifting  mankind  to  the  highest  possible  level  of  intelligence  and 
social  and  material  well-being  in  order  to  attain  the  highest  de^e 
of  social  equality  between  man  and  man.  For  the  first  time  smce 
the  dark  ages  has  an  organized  government  undertaken  to  invoke 
a  process  or  equalization  by  establishing  as  the  basis  of  social  equality 
the  Tninimiim  rather  than  the  maximum  degree  of  existing  educa- 
tional, industrial,  social,  and  moral  efficiency,,  yet  such  is  the  policy 
of  the  Bolshevik  government.  It  recognizes  that  the  psychology  of 
even  the  most  illiterate  elements  of  the  Bussian  people  is  such  that  it 
can  not  perpetuate  this  doctrine  in  practice  unless  the  same  reac- 
tionary methods  of  equalization  are  simultaneously  destroying  the 
social  fabric,  the  efficiency,  the  individual  initiative,  the  ambition, 
and  the  material  prosper!^  of  the  peoples  of  all  other  nations,  whose 
competition  and  accomplishments  would  necessarily  result  in  odious 
and  destructive  comparisons.  Not  content  therefore  in  fathering  in 
Eussia  this  retrograde  method  of  estabUshing  the  equality  of  man- 
kind on  the  basis  of  the  lowest  strata  of  society,  it  has  undertaken 
to  arouse  in  the  United  States  and  in  all  other  countries  resentment, 
rancor,  and  hatred  against  those  elements  of  society  which  have, 
by  reason  of  their  aptitude,  perseverance,  industry,  and  thrift  at- 
tained that  superior  degree  of  intelligence  and  prosperity  that  has 
made  possible  the  accomplishments  of  twentieth  century  civilization. 
The  effort  of  progressing  civilization  has  always  been  the  uplifting 
of  man  to  a  higher  and  higher  plane  of  living  and  a  loftier  place  in 
society. 

The  activities  of  the  Bolsheviki  constitute  a  complete  repudiation 
of  modem  civilization  and  the  promulgation  of  the  doctrine  that  the 
best  attainment  of  the  most  baclcward  member  of  society  shall  be  the 
level  at  which  mankind  shall  find  its  final  and  victorious  goal.  The 
pulling  down  of  the  progressive  rather  than  the  lifting  up  of  the 
retrogressive  is  presented  as  the  doctrine  of  their  new  kind  of  civili- 
zation. To  carry  this  message  to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  earth 
they  have  appropriated  enormous  sums  of  money,  and,  incidentally, 
their  process  of  equalization  in  Russia  was  promoted  by  the  starva- 
tion which  the  funds  thus  expended  might  have  been  utilized  to 
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alleviate.  Their  messengers  and  their  friends  have  afflicted  this  coun- 
try, and  their  new  civilization  has  been  represented  as  Utopian  in  its 
nature.  Many  well-disposed  persons  have  been  deceived  into  the  be- 
lief that  they  were  promoting  a  social  welfare  movement  in  advocat- 
ing it.  They  have  even  jriven  their  substance  that  it  might  be  per- 
petuated and  extended.  Yet,  while  these  people  who  haveDeen  popu- 
larly called  "  parlor  Bolshevists  "  are  contributing  to  these  Bolshevik 
agents,  these  same  agents  are  appealing  to  the  hatred  and  the  lowest 
ii^tincls  of  the  more  ignorant  elements  of  the  population,  reinforced 
by  tile  criminally  inclmed,  to  whom  the  doctrine  of  confiscation  fur- 
nished a  form  of  legalized  robbery  and  a  means  of  livelihood  without 
physical  or  mental  effort,  to  rise  en  masse  and  destroy  our  civilization 
and  the  so-called  bourgeoisie  with  whom,  of  course,  must  be  classed 
these  same  "  parlor  Bolshevists  "  who  are  assisting,  by  lending  funds 
and  respectability  to  the  movement,  in  bringing  the  temple  down 
upon  their  own  heads. 

It  is  significant,  however,  that  in  the  United  States  only  a  portion 
of  the  so-called  radical  revolutionary  groups  and  o^anizations  ac- 
cept in  its  entirety  the  doctrine  of  the  SolsheviM.  They  have,  how- 
ever, all  seized  upon  Bolshevism  as  a  rallying  cry  and  are  under- 
taking to  unite  all  of  these  elements  under  that  banner  for  the  pur- 
pose of  accomplishing  the  initial  step  in  their  common  formula,  to 
wit,  the  overthrow  of  existing  governmental  institutions  and  the 
complete  demoralization  of  modern  societjr.  With  this  accomplished 
each  group  hopes  that  it  can  muster  sufficient  strength  to  maintain 
a  supremacy  in  the  new  social  order  and  invoke  the  policies  of  its 
particular  creed.  Most  of  these  groups  accept  the  common  ground 
that  forcible,  as  distinguished  from  political,  action  should  m  used 
as  the  instrument  to  secure  the  overthrow  of  the  present  government 
and  in  so  doing  defy  and  repudiate  the  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment which  guarantees  under  our  Constitution  the  rule  of  me  ma- 
jority. Like  the  Bolsheviki  in  Eussia,  these  groups  recognize  in 
the  destruction  of  life,  property,  and  personal  security  the  neces- 
sary preliminary  to  the  establishment  of  a  government  founded 
upon  the  violence  of  the  minority.  They  realize  that  riot,  disorder, 
and  himger  breed  hatred,  blood  lust,  and  desperation,  and  that  with- 
out these  mankind  can  not  be  driven  to  the  use  of  force  to  accom- 
plish an  end  attainable  by  lawful  and  peaceable  political  methods 
under  the  existing  government. 

The  radical  revolutionary  elements  in  this  country  and  the  Bol- 
shevik government  of  Eussia  have,  therefore,  f oimd  a  common  cause 
in  support  of  which  they  can  unite  their  forces.  They  are  both  fan- 
ning the  flame  of  discontent  and  endeavoring  to  incite  revolution. 
Numerous  newspapers  are  openly  advocating  revolution.  Literature 
and  circular  matter  demandmg  a  resort  to  violence  are  being  widely 
circulated.  Bombs  and  high  explosives  have  been  used  in  many  parts 
of  the  country  in  an  attempt  to  inaugurate  a  rei^  of  terror  and  to 
accomplish  the  assassination  of  public  officials.  The  demonstration 
of  the  consequences  of  this  movement  in  Eussia,  no  matter  how 
graphic  the  description,  is  a  distant,  far-away  picture  to  the  average 
citizen  of  the  United  States.  While  entertaining  and  perhaps  amus- 
ing him,  much  as  the  novel  in  modern  fiction  does,  it  fails  to  impress 
h\vn  as  an  actual  existing  institution,  in  a  world  growing  smaller 
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and  smaller  through  the  accomplishments  in  transportation  and 
communication,  t^at  must  be  considered  and  met  as  an  actuality.  To 
understand  and  realize  its  real  consequences  it  must  be  brought 
home  to  the  citizen  and  applied  to  the  life  and  institutions  which  he 
knows. 

Witii  a  view,  therefore,  of  concretely  illustrating  just  what  this 
new  social  order  would  accomplish  if  transplanted  into  the  political, 
educational,  industrial,  and  religious  life  of  the  United  States  atten- 
tion is  invited  to  the  following  unavoidable  conseauences : 

1.  The  application  of  force  and  violence,  the  sheading  of  blood  and 
the  destruction  of  life  and  property,  the  common  incidents  of  all 
revolutions,  and  all  this  to  destroy  a  democratiQ  form  of  government, 
under  which  the  majority  can  secure  just  the  kind  of  government  that 
it  desires.  The  advocacy  of  revolutionary  methods  is  an  admission, 
therefore,  that  minority  rather  than  majority  rule  is  the  goal  sought 
to  be  attained. 

2.  To  make  possible  the  control  of  the  minority  as  the  dictators 
of  the  majority,  the  disfranchisement  of  millions  of  substantial,  pa- 
triotic citizens  who  would  fall  in  the  so-called  bourgeois  or  capital- 
istic class.  This  would  deprive  of  the  right  to  participate  in  affairs 
of  government — 

(a)  Millions  of  farmers,  merchants,  and  manufacturers,  both  large 
and  small,  employing  persons  in  the  conduct  of  their  business,  and 
all  professional  and  business  men  utilizing  the  services  of  a  clerk, 
bookkeeper,  or  stenographer. 

(6)  All  persons  receiving  interest  on  borrowed  money  or  bonds, 
rent  from  real  estate  or  personal  property,  and  dividends  from  stock 
of  any  kind. 

(<?)  All  traders,  merchants,  and  dealers,  even  though  they  do  not 
employ  another  person  in  the  conduct  of  their  business. 

(d)  All  preachers,  priests,  janitors,  and  employees  of  all  churches 
ana  religious  bodies. 

It  is  apparent  with  the  millions  of  persons  falling  into  these  several 
classes,  disfranchised  and  deprived  of  all  right  to  participate  in  the 
affairs  of  government,  accompanied  with  the  immediate  enfranchise- 
ment of  all  aliens  who  do  not  fall  within  these  prohibited  classes, 
and-  the  opening  of  the  doors  of  all  prisons  and  penitentiaries,  the 
domination  of  tiie  criminal  and  most  undesirable  alien  elements  of 
the  country  would  be  a  comparatively  easy  matter.  To  simplify 
the  question  of  this  control,  however,  the  substantial  rural  portion 
of  the  population  would  be  further  suppressed  and  restricted,  and 
under  the  revolutionary  formula  the  voting  power  of  the  cities  would 
be  five  times  as  great  as  that  of  the  rural  communities,  the  .ratio  of 
representation  in  cities  beiujg  1  to  every  25,000  of  the  population, 
while  that  of  the  rural  districts  would  he  only  1  to  every  126,000  of 
the  population.  In  the  United  States  the  rural  population  under 
the  1910  census  was  considerably  in  excess  of  the  urban.  We  must 
also  remember  that  the  application  of  the  formula  would  include  the 
disarming  of  all  disfrancnised  classes  and  the  arming  to  the  teeth 
of  these  criminal  and  alien  elements. 

3.  It  would  result  in  the  confiscation  by  the  Government  thus  con- 
stituted of  the  land  of  the  United  States  mcluding  6,361,502  farms  of 
which  62.1  per  cent,  or  3,948,722  farms,  are  owned  in  fee  by  the 
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farmers  who  cultivate  them  and  represent  the  labor  and  toil  of  a  life 
time.  On  the  farms  of  the  United  States  tiiere  are  improvements. 
machineiT,  and  live  stock  to  the  value  of  $40,991,449,090  (census  oi 
1910),  all  of  which  would  be  confiscated  with  the  land.  The  con- 
fiscation  program  would  include  the  more  than  275,000  manufactur- 
ing establishments,  including  the  $22,790,980,000  of  invested  capital, 
much  of  which  is  owned  by  the  small  investor  whose  livelihood  de- 
pends upon  the  success  of  the  respective  enterprises.  The  confiscation 
would  also  include  203.432  church  edifices.  Forests  aggregating 
555,000,000  acres  would  be  seized  by  the  government  and  an  annual 
product  of  $1,375,000,000  would  come  under  the  control  of  the  dic- 
tatorship. Dwellingp  to  the  number  of  17,805,845,  of  which  9,093,675 
are  owned  in  fee,  with  5,984^8  entirely  free  from  debt,  would  be 
confiscated  and  the  owners  dispossessed  at  the  pleasure  of  the  gov- 
ernment. 

4.  Although  clamoring  loudly  for  a  free  and  unrestricted  press 
the  revolutionary  program  would  require  the  seizure  and  confiscation 
of  the  22,896  newspapers  and  i>erioaicals  in  the  United  States,  to- 
other with  all  mechanical  equipment  necessary  for  their  publica- 
tion, and  a  control  and  ownerdiip  of  the  public  press  by  the  govern- 
ment. 

5.  Complete  control  of  all  banking  institutions  and  their  assets  is 
an  essential  part  of  the  revolutionary  program,  and  the  31,492  banks 
in  the  United  States  would  be  taken  over  by  the  government  and  the 
savings  of  millions,  including  11,397,553  depositors  drawing  interest 
on  accounts  in  savings  banks,  and  consequently  belonging  to  the  so- 
called  bourgeois  or  capitalistic  class,  jeopardized. 

6.  One  of  the  most  appalling  and  far-reaching  consequences  of  an 
application  of  Bolshevism  in  the  United  States  would  be  found  in 
the  confiscation  and  liquidation  of  its  life  insurance  companies. 
There  is  20  per  cent  more  life  insurance  in  force  in  this  country  than 
in  all  the  rest  of  the  world  and  nine-tenths  of  it  is  mutual  insurance. 
Almost  50,000,000  life  insurance  policies  representing  nearly  $30,- 
000,000,000 'of  insurance,  the  substantial  protection  of  the  women 
and  children  of  the  Nation  would  be  rendered  valueless. 

7.  The  atheism  that  permeates  the  whole  Russian  dictatorship  is 
clearly  reflected  in  the  activities  of  their  revolutionary  confreres  in 
the  United  States  and  in  their  publicaticwis  they  have  denounced  our 
religion  and  our  God  as  "  lies."  This  gives  added  significance  to  the 
revolutionary  attitude  toward  the  Christian  Church  and  the  Chris- 
tian religion.  The  prohibition  of  religious  schools  and  the  teaching 
or  studying  of  rehgion,  except  in  private,  would  necessitate  the 
abolition  of  194,759  Sunday  schools  in  the  United/  States  and  a  great 
number  of  seminaries,  colleges,  and  universities;  19,935,890  Sunday 
school  scholars  would  be  deprived  and  prevented  from  enjoying  the 
institution  that  has  become  an  important  part  of  their  lives  and  is 
one  of  the  great  moral  influences  of  the  Nation.  Catholic  schools, 
colleges,  and  seminaries  to  the  number  of  6,681  would  be  suppressed. 
Church  property  of  the  value  of  $1,676,600,582  would  be  confiscated 
and  41,926,854  (census  of  1916)  members  of  227,487  church  organi- 
zations would  be  subjected  to  the  domination  of  an  atheist  dictator- 
ship. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  every  champion  and  defender  of 
Bolshevism  that  testified  before  your  committee  unequivocally  ad- 
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mitted  that  the  Bolshevik  formula  was  not  adaptable  to  the  economic 
and  social  life  of  the  United  States,  they  and  their  coevangeliste 
persist  in  their  appeals  to  the  passion  of  the  people  in  an  attempt  to 
provoke  discontent  and  hatred.  In  cooperation  with  the  revolution- 
ary elements,  destruction  of  existing  social  and  governmental  insti- 
tutions by  violent  methods  is  being  promoted.  They  must,  therefore, 
be  condemned  as  the  mere  champions  of  discontent  and  disorder, 
offering  no  practical  and  acceptable  ideal,  as  they  profess  to  have, 
with  which  to  soften  and  appease  the  wrath  that  they  are  undertak- 
ing to  arouse. 

GENERAL  STATEMENT  AND  OTHER   RECOMMENDATIONS. 

The  testimony  taken  before  this  committee  having  been  printed,  a 
further  review  thereof  is  deemed  unnecessary.  A  careful  consider- 
ation of  this  record  discloses  certain  well-denned  abuses,  prejudicial 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  Nation  and  calculated  to  imdermme  and 
destroy  our  form  of  government.  The  Nation  having  engaged  in  the 
greatest  war  in  history  with  the  purpose  of  saving  the  world  for 
democracy,  now  emerges  from  that  struggle  confronted  with  the 
paramount  duty  of  preserving  democracy  for  the  world; 

The  disclosures  before  this  committee  concerned  (a)  the  political 
activities  of  the  licjuor  interests  in  their  effort  to  control  and  dominate 
elections  and  public  officials,  (6)  the  propaganda  of  the  agents,  repre- 
sentatives, and  sjonpathizers  of  a  foreign  government,  the  form  of 
which  and  whose  purposes,  industrial,  commercial,  and  political,  were 
incompatible  with  and  antagonistic  to  the  form,  ideals,  and  purposes 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  (c)  Bolshevism  as  it 
exists  in  Russia  and  the  activities  of  its  champions  in  the  country. 
No  useful  purpose  is  to  be  served  by  reviewing  and  recounting  the 
reprehensible  activities  of  either  of  the  elments  whose  conduct  has 
been  the  subject  matter  of  this  inquiry.  A  perusal  of  the  testimony 
furnishes  adequate  evidence  of  it.  This  testimony  embodies  such  an 
exposure  of  all  of  these  elements  as  to  justify  fully  the  investigation. 

The  activities  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  committee  are  so 
startling,  however,  that  we  believe  that  the  real  advantage  of  the 
inquiry  will  be  lost  unless  Congress  profits  from  the  knowledge  thus 
obtained  by  undertaking  by  appropriate  legislation  to  make  impos- 
sible a  repetition  of  these  activities,  either  on  the  part  of  the  offenders 
who  have  been  under  investigation,  and  many  of  whose  activities 
are  still  continuing,  or  by  others  who  at  some  future  time  may  seek 
to  undermine  the  Government  or  pervert  the  popular  will  by  the 
adoption  of  similar  methods  against  which  the  Federal  statutes  seem 
to  provide  no  adequate  safeguard. 

With  this  end  in  view,  therefore,  this  committee  invites  attention 
to  certain  abuses  which  are  clearly  established  by  the  record  of  its 
hearings  and  a  summary  of  proposed  legislation  the  immediate 
adoption  of  which  it  earnestly  recommends. 


That  millions  of  dollars  have  been  expended  in  elections,  in  con- 
nection with  which  Federal  officers  were  voted  for  by  special  interests 
through  organizations  of  their  own  creation  and  by  methods  of  their 
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own  adoption.  That  secrecy  has  surrounded  these  expenditures  and 
the  activities  thereby  induced.  That  the  publicity  and  accounting 
sought  for  all  political  expenditures  by  the  corrupt  practices  acts  of 
the  Federal  and  the  several  State  Governments  has  been  largely 
defeated.  That  the  Federal  corrupt  practices  statutes  are  entirely 
inadeauate  to  meet  present-day  political  methods  and  are  easily 
evadea  without  involving  a  violation  of  the  statute.  Any  effective 
corrupt  practices  act  must  provide — 

(1)  For  full  publicity  of  all  receipts  and  expenditures  intended  to 
influence  in  any  way  the  result  of  an  election. 

(2)  To  bring  unaer  legal  control  and  supervision  every  committee 
and  or^oiization  participating  in  a  political  activity. 

(3)  To  perpetuate  and  preserve  for  a  reasonable  time  a  complete 
record  of  the  financial  transactions  of  all  individuals,  candidates, 
committees,  and  organizations 

(4)  To  define  clearly  the  purposes  and  activities  for  which  money 
can  be  legally  expended. 

(5)  To  require  publicity  that  will  unequivocally  fix  responsibility 
for  all  paid  and  inspired  advertising  or  publicity  matter  used  and 
intendea  either  openly  or  secretly  to  affect  the  result  of  an  election. 

n. 

Newspapers  printed  in  both  English  and  foreign  languages  have 
been  subsidized  directly  and  indirectly  for  the  purpose  of  undertaking 
to  influence  the  minds,  thoughts,  and  actions  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  without  disclosing  in  any  way  the  commercial  or 
political  influence  financially  interested.  It  is  of  great  importance 
that  every  facility  should  be  afforded  to  all  elements  of  society  and  to 
every  conmiercial,  industrial,  social,  religious,  and  educational 
interest  to  present  openly  and  frankly  its  views  on  every  subjeot  not 
aimed  at  the  impairment  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  Nation  or  in  dis- 
paragement of  our  form  of  government  as  established  by  the  Consti- 
tution. But  as  the  right  to  present  these  various  contentions  should 
be  preserved  as  inalienable,  so  the  public  to  whom  the  appeal  is  made 
have  an  inalienable  right  to  know  and  to  be  advised  as  to  who  is  the 
spokesman  of  a  given  cause.  Newspapers  have  become  such .  an 
educational  medium  that  the  public*  should  be  afforded  an  ample 
opportunity  to  know  just  who  Uieir  instructors  are. 

The  act  of  Congress  of  August  2^  1912,  undertook  to  accomplish 
this,  but  in  the  light  of  experience  it  is  now  clearly  established  that 
this  act  is  inadequate.  It  permits  of  the  adoption  of  manj  sub- 
terfuges by  which  its  purpose  is  defeated  though  its  spirit  is  violated 
without  the  commission  of  a  legal  breach  of  its  prohioitions. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee  that  this  act  should  be  amended 
and  made  more  effective  in  several  important  particulars. 

III. 

The  foreign-language  press  of  the  country  as  now  conducted  has 
the  effect  and  in  many  instances  is  inspired  with  the  purpose  of  dis- 
couraging the  assimilation  of  the  foreign  elements  with  the  American 
people  and  has  been  utilized  by  special  interests  for  political  and 
propaganda  purposes.    The  financial  condition  of  many  of  these 
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J  newspapers  has  made  them  the  easy  and  cheap  victims  of  designing 
persons  and  interests  whose  financial  advantage  is  best  secured  by 
retarding  the  Americanization  of  the  alien  and  limiting  him  to  the 
use  of  the  foreign-language  paper  as  his  sole  source  of  information. 
The  foreign-language  press  exerts  a  greater  influence  upon  its  readers 
than  an  English  newspaper  does  because  of  the  limited  educational 
facilities  of  the  persons  who  can  only  read  and  talk  in  such  toreign 
tongues,  and  consequently  the  subsidization  and  domination  of  this 
press  is  proportionately  more  vicious  in  its  eflFects  than  similar 
practices  would  be  in  the  cjase  of  English  newspapers. 

The  experience  of  the  last  few  years  has  clearly  demonstrated  the 
necessity  of  Americanizing  the  residents  of  this  country,  and  espe- 
cially tnose  who  from  time  to  time  are  assuming  the  responsibility  of 
citizenship.  The  aliens  now  residing  within  our  borders  or  hereafter 
immigrating  to  our  shores  must  either  be  assimilated  by  the  Ameri- 
cans or  they  will  be  held  together  in  their  several  nativistic  groups, 
each  group  adhering  to  its  own  language  and  customs,  with  the  con- 
sequent adherence,  either  consciously  or  unconsciously,  to  the  land  of 
their  nativity.  While  it  must  be  recomized  that  during  the  time 
when  they  are  merelv  the  guests  of  this  Jiation  a  knowledge  of  their 
native  language  is  all  that  can  be  expected,  the  Government  is  justi- 
fied in  reauiring  that  before  their  status  is  changjed  to  one  of  citizen- 
ship and  before  they  can  be  permitted  to  participate  in  the  govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  there  should  be  some  evidence  at  least  of 
a  purpose  on  their  part  toward  that  assimilation  which  is  essentia/ 
to  the  unity  of  purpose  and  substantial  adherence  to  our  institutions 
necessary  to  the  healthy  development  of  the  Nation. 

Foreign-language  newspapers  are  a  danger  to  the  country  unless 
they  are  utilized  to  assist  in  the  assimilation  of  the  alien  element  and 
to  aid  in  the  process  of  Americanization  which  is  essential  to  the 
healthy  development  of  the  population  into  a  homogeneous  whole. 
This  much-sought-for  Americanization  would  be  impeded  by  either 
depriving  the  alien  of  the  educational  value  of  a  newspaper  in  the 
only  lan^age  he  can  read  or  by  withholding  from  him  proper  aid 
and  facility  for  learning  the  English  language  and  failing  to  encour- 
age him  to  acquire  the  educational  advantages  incident  to  the  master- 
ing of  the  language  of  his  adopted  countrj.  With  this  in  mind, 
therefore,  this  committee  recommends  legislation  to  control  ana 
regulate  the  printing  of  foreign-language  publications  in  this 
country. 

IV. 

For  a  number  of  years  prior  to  our  entry  into  the  World  War  agents 
of  the  German  Government  persistently  carried  on  a  great  propa- 
ganda in  the  United  States,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to  promote  the 
mterests  of  the  German  Government  and  to  create  a  sentiment  in  this 
country  in  favor  of  that  Government  to  the  prejudice  of  this  Nation. 
Every  activity  which  tended  to  weaken  our  Government  or  to  arouse 
antagonisms  that  would  demoralize  the  unity  and  morale  of  our 
population  and  every  movement  that  was  aimed  at  involving  us  in 
foreign  disputes  or  domestic  difficulties  was  encouraged  and  fre- 

Suently  financed  by  the  agents  and  representatives  of  the  German 
rovemment. 
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To-day  the  forces  of  anarchy  and  violence  are  utilizing  the  finan- 
cial resources  plundered  by  them  from  the  European  people  Jthey 
have  succeeded  in  exploiting,  to  import  into  this  country  money,  lit- 
erature, and  hired  agents  for  the  purpose  of  promulgating  the  doc- 
trine of  force,  violence,  assassination,  confiscation,  and  revolution. 

As  an  eflfect  of  these  activities  there  has  appeared  in  this  country 
a  large  group  of  persons  who  advocate  the  overthrow  of  all  organ- 
ized government,  and  especially  the  Government  of  the  United  StatesL 
who  favor  revolutionary  movements,  repudiate  the  Constitution  or 
the  United  States,  and  refuse  to  respect  our  national  emblem  and 
our  governmental  institutions.  There  are  found  among  the  leaders 
of  this  group  many  aliens  who  imhesitatingly  abuse  the  hos- 
pitality which  this  country  has  extended  to  them  and  who  because 
of  that  leadership  are  able  to  retard  the  real  Americanization  of  the 
more  ignorant  residents  possessing  similar  racial  characteristics. 
These  persons  encourage  and  maintain  a  solidarity  of  the  people  of 
the  several  foreign  tongues  which  is  used  to  create  and  incite  a  class 
hatred  that  is  quickly  absorbed  by  and  incorporated  into  the  revo- 
lutionary movement  led  by  them.  The  alien  element  in  this  coun- 
try is  the  most  susceptible  and  is  the  first  to  adopt  violence  as  an 
effective  weapon  for  supremacy. 

More  reprehensible  than  the  alien  element  is  that  class  of  American 
citizens,  wnether  native  bom  or  naturalized,  who,  having  obligated 
themselves  to  support  and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  Tmited 
States,  lightly  disregard  their  responsibilities  and  promulgate  the 
doctrine  mat  the  form  of  Government  established  by  the  Constitution 
diould  be  overthrown  and  that  a  government  responsive  to  a  class 
rather  than  to  all  the  people  should  be  forcibly  substituted  therefor. 
It  is  a  significant  fact  that  almost  without  exception  the  persons  in 
this  country  who  are  to-day  advocating  revolution  and  violence  and 
all  of  the  suffering,  pain,  and  bloodshed  incident  to  such  a  movement, 
have  during  the  great  struggle  of  the  past  two  years  undertaken  to 
handicap,  check,  and  obstruct  in  every  way  possible  the  military 
operation^  of  this  Government  under  the  pretext  that  their  con- 
sciences would  not  permit  them  to  take  the  life  of  their  fellow  men 
even  in  war.  The  destruction  of  life,  property,  and  government  has 
no  horrors  to  them  when  directed  toward  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  but  the  use  of  force  in  defense  of  our 
country  they  conscientiously  object  to. 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  statute  of  June  15, 1917,  as  amended 
by  the  statute  of  May  16,  1918,  our  Government  was  without  laws 
adequate  even  to  protect  its  own  sovereignty.  It  is  indeed  unfortu- 
nate that  this  legislation  should  have  been  called  an  espionage  act. 
Much  of  the  complaint  and  criticism  directed  at  this  act  was  aimed 
more  at  the  word  used  to  de^gnate  it  than  at  the  text  of  the  statute. 
Many  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  applicable  only  during  time  of 
war  and  consequently  the  restoration  oi  peace  will  leave  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  more  helpless,  and  because  of  the  growth 
of  the  revolutionary  movement  as  a  result  of  the  World  War,  more 
powerless,  than  it  found  itself  prior  to  our  entrance  into  that  struggle. 

It  is  therefore  imperative  that  there  be  enacted  before  the  re- 
establishment  of  peace  an  act  adequately  protecting  our  national 
sovereignty  and  our  established  institutions. 
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V. 

That  the  American  people  have  been  victimized  and  deceived  by 
the  activities  of  special  interests  and  the  subtle  practices  of  de- 
signing individuals,  some  of  them  the  agents  and  representatives  of 
foreign  governments  through  the  use  of  organizations  having  digni- 
fied and  respectable  names,  whiph  completely  disarm  all  suspicion^ 
of  the  ulterior  purposes  or  those  who  inspired  their  organization/ 
By  the  use  of  euphoneous  names  given  to  supposedly  patriotic, 
idealistic,  and  charitable  organizations,  patriotic  and  philanthropic 
citizens  have  been  innocent  victims  of  conniving  representatives  of 
foreign  interests  and  governments  and  have  been  exploited  by  cor- 
rupt and  dishonest  elements.  The  Government  of  the  United  States 
long  ago  undertook  by  appropriate  legislation  to  protect  society 
from  the  fraudulent  use  of  the  mails  commercially.  The  public  have 
a  right  to  some  protection  from  deception  being  practiced  by  these 
mushroom  organizations  that  have  become  so  common. 

No  legitimate  organization  is  ashamed  of  its  paternity,  its  pur- 
poses, or  its  activities,  and  a  proper  registration  of  all  voluntary  as- 
sociations or  organizations  appealing  to  the  public  through  the 
mails  for  popular  approval,  financial  support,  and  the  propagation 
of  its  notions  of  government,  sociology,  benevolence,  or  what  not  is 
a  reasonable  requirement  that  can  be  utilized  to  provide  some  security 
to  a  much  impeded  upon  public  legislation  is  therefore  recommended 
to  this  end. 

VI. 

Never  have  the  Federal  statutes  provided  adequate  security  against 
an  unlawful  and  promiscuous  use  of  high  explosives.  During  the 
period  of  American  neutrality,  the  representatives  of  the  German 
Government,  as  well  as  many  criminally  inclined  residents  of  our 
own  country,  resorted  to  the  use  of  explosives  for  the  destruction  of 
life,  property,  and  transportation  facilities,  and  except  for  the  pro- 
vision in  the  interstate-commerce  act,  which  prohibited  the  shipping 
or  carrying  of  explosives  in  interstate  commerce,  the  oflfenses  could 
not  be  reached  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  when  reached  under 
this  act  the  penalties  were  entirely  incommensurate  with  the  otfense. 
The  act  of  Congress  of  October  6, 1917,  entitled  "An  act  to  prohibit 
the  manufacture,  distribution,  storage,  use,  and  possession  in  time  of 
war  of  explosives,  providing  regulations  for  the  safe  manufacture, 
distribution,  storage,  use.  and  possession  of  the  same,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  was  enacted  oy  Congress  as  a  purely  war  statute,  and 
beccHnes  inoperative  upon  the  restoration  oi  peace.  The  efficacious 
effects  of  this  legislation  during  the  period  or  the  war  has  not  only 
justified  its  enactment  as  a  war  statute,  but  has  impressed  upon  the 
people  of  the  country  the  merit  of  its  provision  in  times  of  peace  as 
well  as  in  times  of  war. 

All  law-abiding  persons  reco^ze  the  necessity  of  *controllJng  and 
regulating  the  manufacture,  distribution,  ana  possession  of  the 
instruments  of  death  and  destruction  relied  upon  by  the  criminal 
and  lawless  elements  of  society.  The  obligation  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  protect  the  lives  and  property  of  its  citizen^  would  not  be 
fully  performed  were  Congress  to  permit  the  act  of  October  6,  1917, 
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to  die  by  limitsktion  without  enactiog  in  its  place  a  peace-tim 
measure. 

The  committee  wishes  to  again  express  its  thanks  to  Maj.  Hume 
Capt  Lester,  and  Mr.  Benham  for  their  untiring  zeal  and  grej 
ability  in  aiding  the  committee  in  securing  the  great  mass  of  test 
mony  which^  in  our  opinion,  will  be  most  useful  to  the  public. 
.    AU  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

LifB  S.  Overman,  Chairman. 

William  H.  KIing. 

JosiAH  O.  WoLcxyrr. 

Knute  Nelson. 

Thomas  Sterling. 

As  a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  I  have  joined  m  the  abov 
report;  but  while  agreeing  with  many  of  the  statements  and  recon 
mendations  appearing  on  pages  43  to  48,  inclusive,  I  desire  to  stat 
that  I  am  not  in  full  accord  with  all  the  committee's  recommends 
tions. 

William  H.  King. 
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